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LONDON, APRIL 22, 1865. 
——_>- -— 

In ScotuanD, Dundee having been declared an assize 
town, the first assizes were held there a few days ago. 
As the ceremonial observed on the occasion was, accord- 
ing to our English ideas on such subjects, a little pecu- 
liar, we give an epitome of the proceedings as they are 
reported in the Scotch papers. They took place on 
Thursday, the 6th inst. We are told that— 

The event created considerable stir in the town, and was 
regarded with much interest by the inhabitants. From an 
early hour the chief thoroughfares wore an aspect of unusual 
bustle and animation. The curiosity with which the lower 
orders of the population especially had looked forward to the 
occurrence was abundantly manifested by the large crowds 
which began to assemble in the streets along which the pro- 
cession was to pass, some hours before the time fixed for the 
opening ceremony. The broad space in High-street was the 
centre of attraction to sight-seers, and here positions were 
euly taken up by those who were anxious to see the judges 
drive to the Court-house. Between nine and ten o’clock the 
number of people who had assembled. in the streets was very 
large ; at some places the throng being so dense as greatly to 
impede the progress of those who sought to make way in 
any direction along the line of route to the Court-house. 

The arrangements for the inaugural ceremony were of a 
very simple character, and were carried out under the imme- 
diate direction of the sheriff and magistrates. The members 
of the corporation assembled at the Town-hall at half-past 
nine o'clock, and thence proceeded in open carriages to the 
Royal Hotel to meet the Lord Justice-Clerk and Lord Cowan. 
Immediately previous to the starting of the procession, their 
Lordships held a levee in the hotel, at which the members 
of the council, the gentlemen holding official positions in the 
town, the chairman and deputy-chairman of the Chamber of 
Commerce, and several of the leading inhabitants, were pre- 
sented. 

At the close of the levee the procession was formed, and 
about five minutes past ten left the front of the hotel. De- 
tachments of the Forfarshire Volunteers, under the com- 
mand of Major Alison, were stationed outside the hotel, in 
the space fronting the Town Hall, and in the immediate 
vicinity of the Court-house ; and at those parts of the route 
where the crowds were densest, bodies of police guarded the 
thoroughfares. The procession itself was headed by a small 
squadron of the 15th Hussars, and a body of police, fol- 
lowed by the band of Volunteers, Then came the town 
ollicers in uniform, and immediately thereafter the members 
of the Town Council in carriages drawn by four horses, with 
mounted postilions in scarlet jackets. Next followed the 
Provost, Magistrates, and Dean of Guild ina vehicle also 
drawn by four horses, the riders of which wore a similar 
livery. The carriage of the sheriffs of the county came next 
in order, in the rear of which were two trumpeters on horse- 
back. The Lord Justice-Clerk and Lord Cowan followed in 
an open carriage, escorted by a detachment of Hussars. The 
end of the procession was brought up by the counsel and a 
number of gentlemen who had been present at the levee. 

The procession turned into the open space in front of the 
Court-house, amid the loud cheers of the expectant crowd, 
which were renewed as the judges alighted at the entrance 
of the hall. 

Admission to the Court was gained by tickets issued by 
the magistrates and sheriffs, and the demand for these was 
greater than the limited space of the building could comfort- 
ably accommodate. Every inch of available ground was taken 
possession of, and the less fortunate had to content themselves 
with such glimpse of the proceedings as could be gained 
from the passages. There were a good many ladies present. 

Provost Pet and the magistrates occupied their own 
seat in the court, and the members of the council were in 








the body of the hall. There were also present Sheriffs 
Heriot, Ogilvie, and Robertson, and about thirty members 
of the local bar—Mr. David Hunter, of Blackness; Mr. 
P. H. Thoms, of Aberlemne ; Captain Pickford, of the teain- 
ing ship Brilliant ; Captain Cartwright Enery, Ex-Provost 
Rough, Ex-Baillie Hallie, Rev. Dr. Watson, Revs. <A. 
Taylor, R. Lamb, and J. Gibson. 


The names of the counsel for the prosecution and 
defence are then given, including a learned gentleman 
who is styled “ Dean of the Circuit,’ which we wnder- 
stand is something quite new. 

Shortly after ten o’cleck the judges, headed by the 
officer bearing the mace, entered the court, and the 
proceedings were opened with an extempore ve by 
one of the Dundee ministers of the Kirk. The Lord 
Justice-Clerk as the presiding judge, then delivered an 
address, and we direct attention to it as an admirable 
specimen of a judicial statement, appropriate to such an 
interesting occasion. 

The Lord Justice-Clerk said—Her Majesty has been 
graciously pleased, by order in council, dated the 30th No- 
vember last, to direct that the Lords Commissioners of 
Justiciary shall, in future, at the periods proper for holding 
the Northern Circuit, hold a circuit court at Dundee, for the 
county of Forfar, and the whole burghs and districts within 
the said county. In obedience to this order, the Court of 
Justiciary now, for the first time, sits to administer justice 
within the burgh of Dundee. This is an event of importance 
and significancy ; for it indicates a conviction on the part of 
her Majesty and her constitutional advisers that the amount 
of criminal business in the county of Forfar falling naturally 
and properly within the cognizance of the Supreme Court, 
is so much increased in amount, or in public in- 
terest and gravity, as to call for the erection of a 
new circuit town, and a separate sitting of the Court, 
to dispose of that business alone. The course which has 
been adopted may, therefore, at first sight, seem to involve 
a reproach against the authorities and the people of 
this district, for the present age has generally been dis- 
tinguished by a diminution in the number of crimes, 
and particularly of the more serious crimes, in most 
districts of the country. But criminal statistics furnish 
no sound criterion for judging of the moral or social 
condition of any place or people unless they be studied 
with special reference to the increase of population and 
of wealth, and to the nature and influences of the pre- 
vailing trades and occupations; for it is a melancholy 
truth, attested by all experience, that a nations’ pro 
gress in material prosperity, manifested by the simultaneous 
growth of wealth and population has for its invariable 
concomitant a corresponding increase in the amount of crime. 
To the constantly advancing importance of this district, then, 
in commercial and manufacturing energy, to the successful 
development of its natural resources, and the wonder- 
fully rapid increase of its population, must be ase 
cribed the constitution of Dundee as one of the towns of the 
Northern Circuit, and the formation of the single county 
of Forfar into a separate district. The part of our judicial 
system which requires the Supreme Criminal Court to travel 
into the provinces, and to try, and punish criminals in the 
localities where their crimes have been committed, has the 
sanction of high antiquity, and is recommended by cogent 
reasons of social expediency. The same policy which lies at 
the bottom of this constitutional rule, requiring justice to be 
administered openly, and all courts to be accessible to the 
public, prescribes also that the valuable lessons to be learned 
by the masses of the people, seeing with their own eyes, and 
hearing with their own ears how justice is administered, 
should not be confined to the inhabitants of the metropolis, 
but that the instructive spectacle should be brought before 
the people in every great centre of population. Thus the 
majesty of the law, and the impartial application of retributive 
justice to punish and repress crime, are familiarised to the pub- 
lic mind, and thus the Supreme Criminal Court is made more 
conspicuously and efficiently a terror to evil doers. That 
the sittings of the Court of Justiciary in this place may cou- 
duce to the great ends of justice, may operate beneficially on 
the minds of the people, and may in the result repress crime 
and promote public virtue and morality will, I am pursuaded, 
be at once the desire and the earnest endeavour of all who 
are in any way engaged in the proceedings of the court, as 
judges, jurors, witnesses, officers of the court, and legal 

25 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 22, 1868. 








practitioners. On the audience, too, a not less imperative 
duty is imposed, by the very fact of their presence here, to 
preserve a constant and respectful silence, and to avoid every 
oceasion or risk of any kind of noise or disturbance. This 
duty the audience cannot be allowed to disregard or forget, 
because, without its steady observance and enforcement, no 
court of justice can adequately discharge its functions. 

The Court then proceeded with the trial of the cases 
set down on the list, the first being that of a servant 
girl, who according to Scotch notions of procedure, was 
charged with theft and forgery, and with uttering a bill 
of exchange, we presume forged, for £65, all in one and 
the same indictment. 


WE Do Not KNow who the people can be who are so 
uncommonly interested in the creation of new judges. 
Whether the constantly reiterated complaints that the 
Bench is underhanded come from the hands of present 
or expectant judges, or from present or expectant 
patrons, or from the ranks of those who expect to step 
into the places which would be thus vacated, or from any 
and what section of the public or the profession, we 
know not ; but certain it is that there is some person or 
body of persons to whom it appears to be desirable to 
keep up a constant agitation on this subject. We copy 
the following from a morning contemporary of re- 
pute :-— 

THE Business ov LANCASHIRE AssizEs.—More JUDGES 
WANTED.—The practical effect of the division of assize work 
between Liverpool and Manchester is now beginning to ap- 
pear. The cause-lists show an immense increase of civil 
business, and the labour of the judges, instead of being 
lightened, has actually become heavier as a result of the 
altered arrangements. Until the new courts at Manchester 
were completed it was considered very fair if the whole civil 
business of South Lancashire assizes amounted to 130 causes. 
This spring the Manchester cause-list numbered 78, and the 
Liverpool list 111, making a total of 189 causes. It does 
not appear, however, that the increased number of courts 
possess increased power for the disposal of the increased 
business. Both at Manchester and Liverpool learned counsel 
had to assist the judges in trying prisoners or hearing causes, 
and so inadequate was the time allowed by the Manchester 
Commission, that as many as four or five courts sat at once, 
there being only two judges appointed to the circuit, and the 
other courts being presided over by the more experienced 
members of the bar, or those who had the least number of 
private engagements to engross their attention. Not- 
withstanding this, only 88 of the 78 of the Manchester 
causes were tricd through, the remainder (nearly half) 
being either settled, withdrawn, moved on to Liverpool, 
or made remanets, in many cases solely because the pressure 
on the courts gave the parties no hope of full and fair trials. 
At Liverpool the state of things was even worse. Out of 
111 causes, 54 of which were special jury causes, only 41 
were tried out, 13 being settled or referred when they had 
been part heard, and the remaining 57 not coming into court 
at all. Of these 57, which were either settled because the 
persons interested could see no probability of having them 
tried to a satisfactory issue, after they had gone to the great 
expense of preparing them for trial ; 22, which were special 
jury causes, may fairly be regarded as having been more than 
usually important. When it is observed that in South 
Lancashire alone, although the judges have sat early and 
late for a full month, nearly 90 causes, prepared, at great 
expense, for trial, and involving the settlement of issues 
which at least 180 persons thought sufficiently important to 
warrant the expenditure, have been left untried, it becomes 
tolerably plain that the judicial power allotted to the circuit 
is by no means adequate to the necessities of the case. 
Already as much time as can be given to Liverpool, con- 
sistently with the claims of other places in the circuit, is 
allowed, yet judges and counsel alike complain that they 
are over-taxed—litigants complain, with equal reason, that 
they cannot get their claims adjusted in accordance with the 
law—and those who are fortunate enough to get a hearing 
frequently complain that they are compelled to undergo the 
further cost of reference to arbitration, solely because there 
are not judges enough to get through the business, As 
it is stated that only two judges can be allotted out of the 
present number to this circuit, and that no longer period 
can be spared for the circuit business than at present, 








it would seem that the only remedy possible for the present 
state of things is to increase the number of judges on the 
bench, 


We confess we do not see the sequitur. Not only this 
Journal, but others of character and weight in legal 
matters, have more than once shown that the present 
judicial force is ample for all the requirements of the 
country, if only it were peeeetty economised. 

There can be no earthly reason why we should have 
twelve judges sitting for not less than four days in 
every term to hear motions for rules nisi, where two 
could easily do all the work ; or why three judges (one 
from each court) should be detached to chambers for 
one-third of a day each, instead of letting one judge 
sit there all day, and do twice the amount of business in 
the time. The judges in Ireland are notoriously under- 
worked, not because there is so much less for them to do 
in that country, but because the true principles of divi- 
sion of labour are, if not better understood, at any rate 
better acted on there. With a Consolidated Nisi Prius 
Court, and a Consolidated Chamber, the ordinary work 
of the courts in London and Middlesex would not take 
up more than about one-third of the aig wa foree than 
they do now, leaving all the rest of the bench free for 
other service of the kind where so much pressure is now 
felt. 

It would still, we think, be advisable to retain the 
nominal distinction between the three courts, and to 
require every plaintiff to enter his action in some one of 
them, so that there should be a definite tribunal before 
which all contested motions, demurrers, &c., would 
come, and that the existing right of selection of that 
tribunal by the plaintiff should not be interfered with— 
just as a plaintiff in equity can choose his own judge— 
subject to a right of transfer from court to court by 
order of the Chief Justices (or Chief Justice and Chief 
Baron, as the case may be) of the courts from and to 
which any cause is proposed to be transferred. The 
change suggested, slight as it would be, would, never- 
theless, be found sutlicient, not merely to relieve the 
public from much of the trouble and expense to which 
they are now subjected, but to enable civil assizes of 
one week in duration to be held in the country once a 
month. Assuming, then, that in a few of the great 
towns the assizes would take a whole week, still, as in 
the great majority of cases such assizes could he got 
through in a day, an average of two days per town 
would be an ample allowance ; or thirty assize towns 
could be visited, and assizes held therein, over and above 
what is done at present, and that without interrupting 
for aday the sittings at Westminster. Or, if it were 
preferred not materially to increase the existing number 
of assize towns, by a slight variation of arrangement, 
four assizes per annum might be held in every county 
in England and Wales (counting Yorkshire as three, and 
Lancashire as two, counties), and that with less exertion 
than at present to the judges, and with less interruption 
to the course of business in town. 

Let it be supposed that the courts take the consoli- 
dated business in alternate weeks, and that for the 
purpose of sittings in banco and error two-thirds of their 
entire time (much more than is given at present) is re- 
quired. Then the two courts who are not engaged in the 
consolidated business would have a fortnight to sit, partly 
separately in Banco, and partly together in the Exchequer 
Chamber on appeal from the third court: only four 
judges of each of these courts would be required for this 
purpose. The two judges, thus liberated, might employ 
themselves for half the time on circuit, being left at 
leisure for the remaining half thereof. 

The judges of the third court would be thus occupied :— 
Chief Justice, special jury cases; one judge, common 
jury cases ; one judge, bail court ; one judge at cham- 
bers ; one judge at leisure, unless for any extra pufrpose 
extra force might from time to time be required. 

Thus, without any confusion of the functions of the 
different courts, would more business be done, and that 
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better than at present, besides holding additional assizes 
throughout the country, and giving to each judge about 
three weeks longer leisure per annum than he now 
enjoys. 

But, ifthe amalgamation of the Courts in England and 
Treland, already advocated in this Journal, and which 
has received the support of most of the leading jurists in 
both countries, should ever be carried out (may it be 
soon), this arrangement might assume a still more com- 

lete form. It appears from the statistics of judicial 
abour in the two countries, that it would then be pos- 
sible to have Nisi Prius Courts sitting en permanence at 
Westminster, Dublin, Liverpool and Manchester (in al- 
ternate months), and Belfast Limerick and Cork (in ro- 
tation), and to hold four assizes per annum in every 
county except those which might naturally be assigned 
as districts to the Courts above-mentioned ; to have, be- 
sides all this, courts sitting at Westminster and in 
Dublin, for the hearing of demurrers, new trials, ques- 
tions, &c., and to have one general court of appeal (sub- 
ject of course to the present appeal to the House of 
Lords) on the model of the Americin Cireuit Courts, 
which should be ambulatory. 

All this, without adding a judge or a shilling to the 
public burdens, and without increasing in any manner 
the labour of the existing judges. They would spend 
a little more time, it is true, in railway trains, but as a 
per contra, they would be called upon to spend a much 
smaller time in actual sittings in court or in chambers. 


Ir 18 SAID that there are upwards of fifty candidates for 
the office of recorder of Manchester, vacant by the retire- 
ment * of Mr, Armstrong, Q.C. Among the names 
mentioned as likely to be successful are those of Mr. 
Monk, Q.C., and Mr. West, of the Northern Circuit. 
We are informed that the utmost Parliamentary interest 
is being exerted by the respective candidates. 





THE GUARDIANSHIP OF INFANTS has from time to 
time been a prolific source of litigation, and most of the 
notable cases have occurred in instances where the ob- 
ject has been to bring up a child of tender years accord- 
ing to the tenets of a religion not of the Established 
Church of England. The most recent of these cases was 
that of Austin vy. Austin, decided by the Master of the 
Rolls, 13 W. R. 332, in which he distinctly laid down 
that a mother is the proper person to have the care of 
a child of tender years, 

On one day in last week a very peculiar application, 
probably founded on a false estimate of the power of 
transinitting the guardianship of infants, came before the 
Guardians of the Poor of the Parish of Marylebone. The 
Hon, Charles Langdale applied that three illegitimate 
children of the convict Mary Sarsfield, who had died in 
prison, might be delivered over to his care, in accordance 
with the mother’s wish, made known in the following 
document :—“I, Mary Sarsfield, do hereby give autho- 
rity to the Hon. Charles Langdale, of 5, Queen-street, 
Mayfair, to take my three children—Ann, William, and 
Mary Sarsfield—out of the Marylebone Workhouse; and 
I do hereby express my wish and request that the said 
children be given up to the said Hon. Charles Langdale, 
to be brought up as he shall appoint in the Roman 
Catholic Faith, in which I have lived, and in which I 
am determined to die—Signed, A. Williamson, <A. 
Fletcher, Mary Sarsfield (x), her mark, Millbank 
County Prison, April 1, 1865.” 

It was explained by the applicant that he intended to 
place the eldest child, who was sixteen years of age, in 
service, and to send the other two to school, where they 
would be educated in the religious faith of their mother. 
It is reported that a discussion ensued, in which 
Mr. Burr, the chairman, Mr. Shaw, and Mr. Taverner 
took part. It was argued that the guardians were trus- 
tees of the children because they were illegitimate, and 
their mother had died in prison. As the mother was 

* 8 Sol. Jour, 474, 








dead, it was not thought that any arrangement of hers re- 
lieved the board from its responsibilities. The children 
were now at a Protestant school, and until they were fit 
to earn their own bread, they ought not to be given up ; 
after that time they could follow what religion they 
pleased. It was also urged that on moral and legal 
grounds the request should be denied : morally, because 
Mr. Shaw, who was leader in the argument, was 
dubious of the genuineness of the document, which, he 
thought, had been written by a Roman Catholic priest ; 
besides, the signatures to it looked strangely alike ; 
and legally, because he thought such a guardianship as 
that sought to be established by the mother for her 
illegitimate children, was null and void in law. 

A motion was put, and carried} unanimously, 
that the request of Mr. Langdale be refused. The 
hon. gentleman, on being called before the board, and 
informed of its decision, expressed his surprise at it, 
but was told that the matter was settled, and past argu- 
ment. 

We are not acquainted with the guardians of Maryle- 
bone, either by name or reputation, but assuming this 
report to be correct, it does not appear to us that the 
moral or legal aspect of the application in question was 
fairly discussed or appreciated. 

Had the mother been alive, the guardians could have 
had no legal right to refuse to hand over the children to 
her, and she might, no doubt, then have entrusted them 
to the guardian designated by her. Indeed, the law 
makes the mother of illegitimate children absolutely re- 
sponsible for their maintenance, and she is their sole 
guardian to all intents and purposes. 
~ It must be allowed that a mother cannot, in the case 
of her legitimate children, appoint a guardian, even by 
a will properly signed, and the same rule probably 
applies to illegitimate children, but then, it would be 
supposed that guardians of the poor would have been glad 
to discharge the parish from the responsibility of main- 
taining the children, and would readily have handed 
them over to the Hon, C. Langdale on his undertaking 
to take that charge upon himself. Even supposing the 
appointment of the guardian by the mother to have 
been void at law, the guardians could have entrusted 
the children to the person pointed out by the mother, 
on their own authority, at with great propriety, As 
to the moral grounds assigned for the refusal of the 
application, if the guardians had been desirous to 
ascertain the truth, the genuineness of the document 
must have been capable of proof, and might have been 
tested ; whether it was or not written by a ag was 
clearly immaterial, the question being whether it ex- 
pressed a wish of the mother on which the guardians 
could properly act. Had these gentlemen been desirous 
to effectuate the wishes of the mother, they could easily 
have discovered what those wishes were. We fear that 
this is a case in which religious zeal has been allowed 
to operate in a manner which all men of honest religi- 
ous feeling will regret, and none, perhaps, more than 
some of these very guardians themselves. 


THE FOLLOWING PARAGRAPH has appeared in the 
Times:— 

‘‘The annexed note calls attention to a legal grievance, 
which is often extremely vexatious to persons engaged in 
actiye mercantile transactions :— 

“¢ Cross-EXAMINATION IN CouRT OF CHANCERY. 
‘Sir, —On the 10th of April was an adjourned appoint- 
ment for cross-examination of a defendant who came from 

a distance for the purpose. The counsel on both sides 

with the solicitors were present and waited for two hours, 

but no examiner put in an <ge The next earliest 
appointment is the 25th of May, being a delay of six 
weeks and more. The consequence is that the hearing of 
the case will be retarded or postponed for a considerable 
period, 

‘‘The amount involved is several thousand pounds, 
which the plaintiff was obliged to pay into court before 
they would recognize his claim for justice. The object of 
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the defendant will, of course, be delay, in order to tire out 
the plaintiff, who, if he could not afford the lodgment of 
so large a sum, must necessarily submit to injustice. The 
¥ 9p of cross-examination in Chancery is admitted by 
all to be an aider of abuse, for by it justice may be retarded 
to an indefinite period, and the commercial community 
would be much benefited by a reform. 
‘*T have the honour, &c., 
‘*60, Upper Thames-street.” “© EK, BURKE. 


We are satisfied that there is something in this case 
which does not meet the eye. We have frequently had 
to attend examinations in chancery, and though we have 
more than once known of an appointment being 
rendered fruitless by the non-attendance of a party or a 
witness, we have never seen or heard of either of the 
examiners being more than a few minutes (which 
cannot always be avoided) behind time. Assuming the 
facts to be as stated by Mr. Burke, we are satisfied that 
there was some good reason for the examiner’s absence. 
The delay complained of, arising from the crowded 
state of the examiners’ offices, can always be obviated 
by a simple application for a special examiner, the 
cost of which, chen the delay is of any consequence, 
would be absolutely inappreciable. 





On WEDNESDAY LAST, being the first day of sittings 
in this term, the following gentlemen, whose appoint- 
ment as Queen’s Counsel we recently announced, viz., 
Mr. Josh. Browne, Mr. Bulwer, Mr. Webster, Mr. 
Milward, Mr. De Gex, Mr. Joshua Williams, Mr. 
Edward F. Smith, and Mr. Jessel, and also Mr. Serjeant 
Robinson, who has lately been raised to the degree of the 
coif, took their seats within the bar. 





THE BENCHERS OF THE Krn@s’ Inns, Dublin, at their 
meeting, on Wednesday, the first day of term, elected 
Sir Colman O’Loghlen, Bart., Q.S., to fill the place 
amongst their body vacant by the death of Mr. Justice 

3all. Sir Colman was called to the bar in Michaelmas 
Term, 1840, and received a silk gown in November Term, 
1852. He represents in Parliament his native county, 
Clare. ; 

THE FOURTEENTH HALF-YEARLY GENERAL MEETING of 
the members and friends of the Solicitor’s Benevolent 
Association will be held at the Law Institution, London, 
on Wednesday, the 26th of April next, to receive the 
directors’ report* and statement of accounts for the half- 
year, to elect a trustee in the room of the late John 
Hope Shaw, Esq., of Leeds, deceased, and for other 
business. The chair will betaken at half-past twelve 
o'clock precisely. 

On MonpDay EVENING the sheriffs received a commu- 
nication from the Home Office, notifying that her Ma- 
jesty had been pleased to grant a pardon to the prisoner 
Serafino Pelizzoni, and he was immediately afterwards 
discharged from custody. 











THE Soxicttor-GeNERAL for Scotland was returned 
for the Wigton Burghs without opposition. 





WE REGRET TO LEARN, on the authority of the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, that Mr. Justice 
Willes has had an attack of illness which has prevented 
him from sitting in court during the greater part of 
the week. It is hoped, however, that in the course of a 
few days he will be perfectly recovered. 





Mr. Puiturmorg, Q.C., the Reader on “Constitutional 
Law and Legal History,” has been compelled to defer 
the delivery of the first public lecture of this course 
until Wednesday, the 26th April (instead of Wednesday 
last, the 19th), in consequence of illness. He hopes, 
however, by that time to be sufficiently recovered to 
deliver his lectures and to meet his classes. 





WE LEARN, ON RELIABLE AUTHORITY, that the propo- 


sition that Serjeants’ Inn should send a member to the 
new council of reporting, has been rejected by that 
body, all the judges present having expressed themselves 
as opposed to the 





THE CAPITAL PUNISHMENT WITHIN GAOLS 
BILL. 

The excitement which was caused by the prospect of 
the penal death inflicted in London in November last, 
and which broke out before the scaffold on the morning 
of the execution in rioting and robbery, has provoked an 
attempt at remedial legislation, while the commission on 
capital punishment is deliberating. We made some brief 
remarks at the time* referred to, touching the state of 
the public mind and its possible reaction on the criminal 
mind. To judge the scene of November by its outward 
appearance, it was on one side the rabble in fierce enjoy- 
ment of panem, or rather bacchum, et circenses, and on the 
other the laquearius of the law, exhibiting his skill in en- 
tangling a malefactor. It required, therefore, only a 
moderate amount of humanity, and a still smaller share 
of philosophy and prudence, to rush to the conclusion 
that because hanging a man outside the prison walls was 
attended by a throng in brutal disorder, there ought in- 
stead to be an orderly official ceremony inside the prison. 
It was natural for some member to take parliamentary 
time by the forelock, and within the first fortnight or so 
of the session to propose that the Legislature should de- 
clarethe expediency of all capital punishment being carried 
into effect within gaols, Such is the preamble of Mr. Hib- 
bert’s bill, which awaits the question of its second reading 
to be put after the Easter recess. But, as Sir George Grey 
informed the House that publicity in giving effect to the 
extreme sentence of the law is one of the matters under 
consideration by the commissioners, we agree with the 
course advised by him, that before Parliament gives an 
opinion on this subject it had better be furnished with the 
fruit of the commissioners’ inquiry. 

Even under the recollection of all that recently took 
place at the Old Bailey, and with the sickening thought 
that it may be repeated again and again before this time 
next year with any degree of intensity, according to the 
circumstances of future murders, well worked by the 
press, patience in legislation is the more commendable, be- 
cause publicity of punishment, as a principle, has 
hitherto received but little elucidation or discussion. 
Jurists have treated of punishment itself, in its reforma- 
tory and deterrent effects, as they result from a greater or 
less degree of severity in the exaction, or of cruelty in 
the nature, of the penalty. A large part of the argu- 
ment on punishment has thus been directed to the 
question of softening or hardening the hearts of the 
criminal part of society, or of gaining or losing sympathy 
with the law. But the proposition whether, assuming 
that a particular punishment—such as flogging for 
violent theft from the person, or hanging for murder— 
is proper in kind, the lash or the gibbet should 
be used before the eyes of men, or the catastrophe 
should be removed from their presence, like the bloody 
decrees of fate from the Greek tragic stage, has not been 
examined by writers on jurisprudence. Various commit- 
tees have sat on the criminal law from 1819, when it 
was requisite to consider whether capital felonies should 
continue to include those of above twenty barbarous 
statutes, such as one of Philip and Mary, directed against 
Egyptians remaining within the kingdom one month, 
and others of George the 2nd’s reign, against injury of 
Westminster-bridge, and sending threatening letters; and 
reports have been made on the ill results of excessive and 
indiscriminate vindication of the rights of person and 
property. But the existing commission is the first body 
which has been appointed to inquire into the principle 
which we have mentioned, as part of the system of capital 
punishment. Men have at present only the book of ex- 
perience to which’ they can refer. But it is a book 





* This report will appear in our next. 





* 9 Sol. Jour, 21, 








sitomacteaeieden 








emcatetntedn 


April 22,1865. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 517 








to be read cautiously on this occasion; for the very 
circumstance that certain punishments, which in 
former times used to be public, have now become pri- 
vate, might raise an argument that the tendency of 
civilisation is towards the principle of privacy ; whereas 
we shall see that the consequences which have resulted 
from the change furnish an argument at least as strong 
in favour of publicity. 

Experience, if regard be had to broad facts in the his- 
tory of punishment, would appear to sanction the with- 
drawal of executions from the public gaze. It is only 
necessary to mention some of the old modes, such as 
flogging a culprit drawn at the tail of a cart through the 
public streets, or setting him in the pillory to be insulted 
and pelted by those among the crowd who might be 
jealous above others of any offence against the majesty 
of the law. By the statute of the pillory of the51 Hen. 3, 
that engine was appointed for bakers, forstallers, and 
those who used false weights, perjury, and forgery. 
Lords of leets were to have a pillory, or otherwise it would 
be a cause of forfeiture: under the like penalty, too, 
they were to have a tumbrell for scolds and unquiet 
women. The corruption of the tumbrell’s other name— 
the cucking stool, that is, scold’s stool—into ducking 
stool, affords a further proof of the difference between 
later and former times, in the open display of punish- 
ment, for, according to Coke, 3 Inst., the scold, after her 
penance on the tumbrell, was “sowsed in the water.” 
It is true that there is no privately inflicted punishment, 
at least in gaol, corresponding with the tumbrell or the 
ducking for a scold; but the treadmill and the crank, or 
other hard labour within the walls, may be fairly taken 
as modern substitutes for the pillory and the stocks. 
Flogging has been actually changed from a public into a 
private infliction. More germane to the matter of public 
hanging is the abolition—a generation or two ago—of 
the condemned man’s procession from Newgate to Ty- 
burn.* When his last journey on earth was shortened to 
a few steps to the platform raised above the debtors’ 
door, Monday, being market day at Smithfield, was re- 
garded as the fittest for the sight. The market has gone 
elsewhere, but still Monday morning was the idlest of the 
six with the class of spectators at Newgate, and continued 
to be the day for carrying out the sentence of death, 
until it was lately altered, we believe, or intended to be 
altered to a quieter day—Tuesday. It is even proposed 
in the common council to procure the removal of these 
scenes altogether from the present central populous spot. 
The duration, too, of the spectacle has been much 
shortened. There are now no last farewells between 
culprits and their friends recognised by them in the crowd, 
no dying speeches, either defiant or admonitory. The 
very struggles of the dying man are partly hidden by the 
machinery. 

In view of these facts it is impossible to deny the ten- 
dency of the people of this country for centuries past in 
the direction of privacy in punishment for crime. But 
some of the facts involved in this experience also show 
indisputably that publicity would have been a shield 
against much inhumanity. In 1861 we were among 
the first to call public attention to some cases of flogging 
in prison, the exposure of which drew down the indigna- 
tion of the community, and led to the passing of the 
Juvenile Offenders Act of the next session, c. 18. . A boy 
of eight, we showed, received twenty-four lashes with the 
birch in prison. Two boys of nine were cut with fifteen 
lashes, not of the birch but of the cat. Children of ten 
had forty-eight lashes with the birch. A boy of eleven 
had twenty and fourteen lashes with the cat. A child 
of eight eight lashes with the cat. It is sufficient to say 
that if such deeds had been attempted in the market 
place, the public would have forcibly prevented them. 
But the truth is that if flogging were publicly adminis- 
tered, such monstrous sentences never would have been 
passed at all. On this point some curious testimony was 





* The last execution at Tyburn was in November, 1783. 
7 5 Sol, Jour. 713, 





unwittingly furnished by Sir George Grey in the House 
on the 4th of this month. Respecting the flogging of 
boys by the police under the 10 & 11 Vict. ¢. 82, he said 
that in 1847 the question arose concerning the proper 
mode of carrying out the sentence of whipping boys, 
and it was deemed advisable that police constables 
should not administer a whipping unless under proper 
supervision. This was to prevent abuse. Sir Thomas 
Henry had assured him that the cries of the lads drew 
about the doors of the police offices a crowd, and that, in 
consequence, it was deemed advisable, in the metropolis, 
to refrain from sentencing boys to be flogged. Re- 
cently, Sir George added, the sense of the House had 
recoiled from a sentence of twelve lashes being in- 
flicted on a boy of six years of age; and in another case, 
where a boy of ten years of age was being whipped, the 
surgeon who was present ordered the whipping to be 
stopped. ‘Unless due precautions are taken,” said Sir 
George, “the law will break down.” Such is private 
punishment, and such the influence of the publicity even 
of a boy’s screams. 

Public hanging is now carried out by the officers 
in the most merciful manner. If, through any mis- 
management, there is the slightest increase of the crimi- 
nal’s sufferings, there are cries of anger and pity from 
the people. So great is the gentleness of demeanour 
and regard shown towards him in his last hours, that it 
is difficult to think of him otherwise than as an object of 
consideration, or to imagine that he could meet with 
other treatment were he put to death privately. But may 
not this very absence of distrust be the result of the 
check continually put by public observation on these offi- 
cial acts of the sheriff and his servants? We leave the 
question to the commissioners, not ourselves prejudging 
it. 

Another question may be briefly asked. It is one of 
principle: Can any punishment, not being one of seclu- 
sion, be proper which is not fit for the publiceye ? Sup- 
plementary to this question, are the inquiries whether a 
man’s last solemn moments and dying agony of spirit are 
a fit exhibition for a street multitude—fit, either as regards 
himself, or as regards the multitude itself. On the part 
of the multitude the attendance is voluntary; on his it 
is not. Astohim, then, justice imperatively demands an 
answer to the inquiry. That point we also here leave to 
the commissioners, but with the reservation, that the 
alternative is not necessarily private hanging. The great 
question at the beginning of this paragraph must first 
be answered. 

But as to the voluntary portion of the assembly, the 
vagabonds, the thieves, the prostitutes, the roysterers in 
the face of violent death, like debauchees in Athens 
death-stricken with plague ; like a doomed ship’s crew 
abandoned to rum and licentiousness—what will the com- 
missioners say of them ? Much has been heard of them 
through the press at every execution. They have been 
used asa strong argument for Mr. Hibbert’s bill: para- 
doxical as it may seem, they are an argument against it. 
The din of outrage and blasphemy under the gallows 
proves the presence there of the class most under the sway of 
violent passions, and therefore most requiring the check 
which such an example can afford. They are not out- 
rageous and blasphemous because it is a hanging that 
goes on. They would be equally so if it were the public 
funeral of a great Commander or of a noble citizen. 
Whatever good is to be done by the exhibition of capital 
punishment outside the prison must be done to the 
lowest and worst of the people. Their display of their 
habitual recklessness and profanity proves nothing to the 
purpose. To expect them to leave their habits, and come 
to an execution demurely to repent, or, being there, to 
change their hearts, would be to expect a miracle. Never- 
theless, they are men, and they are the men to whom, if 
to any, the murderer’s corpse, fallen suddenly by the arm 
of the law, where an instant before the living man 
stood, speaks as an unmistakeable warning. 

Mr, Hibbert’s bill takes all for granted, “It is expe- 
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dient that all capital punishment should be carried on 
within gaols.” The sheriff, the gaoler, chaplain (or 
other officiating minister), and surgeon of the gaol, and 
such other officers of the gaol as the sheriff may require, 
are to be present at the execution, and any justices of the 
peace who may desire to attend, and such other persons 
as the sheriff may think fit. o.soon as the sentence has 
been duly carried into effect, the surgeon is to sign a 
certificate that the criminal was hanged by the neck until 
dead, and the sheriff, gaoler, and chaplain (or other per- 
son), are to sign, and any other person present may sign, 
a declaration that the sentence was duly carried out. 
The coroner is within twelve hours to hold an inquest 
and find whether the sentence was duly carried out on 
the prisoner condemned to death, but no officer of the 
gaol or prisoner is to be ajuror. Printed copies of the 
certificate, declaration, and inquisition, are to be forth- 
with exhibited at the principal entrance to the gaol, and 
to be transmitted to the Home Secretary. 

The bill is defective in providing only that the sheriff 
and others “shall be present at every such execution.” 
It is usual, in order to make sure that the sentence has 
been duly performed, to allow the body to hang an hour, 
or some certain time. The official persons should be 
bound to. remain in view of the body until it is taken 
down. The subsequent custody of the body until the 
inquest should also be provided for. The power given to 
the sheriff of allowing persons to attend may be intended 
in favour of reporters for the press; but it suggests a 
private exhibition of an odious character by tickets, or 
the like. As to the inquest, it is not easy to see how the 
coroner will obtain disinterested evidence. He can 
scarcely callon the the friends of the deceased to identify 
the body. The unofficial spectators would probably be 
unable to do so. The official persons could not be ad- 
mitted witnesses at all, without nullifying the precau- 
tions intended by the bill. Apart from the indiscretion 
of any present legislation, neither in its frame nor in its 
provisions does the bill seem to have been sufficiently 
matured. 





LIBELS ON PROFESSIONAL MEN. 

Considerable attention has of late been attracted to the 
question of what is a “ fair criticism” on public or pro- 
fessional men, and the extraordinary extension of English 
journalism renders it every day more important that the 
law on the subject should be wellsettled, The provisions 
of Lord Campbell’s Act, 6 & 7 Vict. c. 96, conferred a 
great and much needed boon on newspaper proprietors, 
and, although the bill just introduced into Parliament by 
Sir Colman O’Loghlen has not met with a very favour- 
able reception, it is probable that the immunity of honest 
journalists will before long be still further extended. 
The law of libel, as it at present exists, is certainly amply 
sufficient for the protection of private reputation, and 
has proved in many recent instances a weapon quite 
powerful enough to prevent the liberty which all men 
desire, from degenerating into the license which wise men 
deprecate. 

Now upon the criticism of statesmen, and men of 
letters, there is really no restraint whatever except the 
good taste of the critic. As long as he abstains from 
imputing improper or dishonourable motives, he may say 
almost anything he pleases. He cannot be held guilty 
of libel, no matter how severe the expressions he uses 
may be, because the conduct of a statesman or the ability 
of a public writer are pure matters of opinion. When, 
for example, a contributor to the Standard accuses Lord 
Russell of imbecility as Foreign Secretary, the victim 
cannot complain. Nothing is imputed to him as a man, 
and even if a majority of his countrymen were to approve 
his policy, he could not prove its excellence to the satis- 
faction of a jury. But suppose it had been said that he de- 
clined to assist Denmark because he was in the pay of 
the King of Prussia. The bounds of ffir observation 
would have been at once overstepped. A motive capable of 
immediate disproof would have been imputed, and the paper 





where such a remark appeared placed within the reach 
of the law of libel. Take, again, an instance of a literary 
review. In the current number of the Westminster there 
appears a most savage attack on the character of Sir 
Edward Bulwer Lytton, as a writer of fiction. He is 
charged with “ pouring out an inconceivable quantity of 
sentimental clap trap,” with printing “what most men 
would be ashamed to say,” and with numerous other 
literary offences which we need not specify. The whole 
article teems with invective. But from its beginning to 
its end, there is not a word approaching to a libel. It is 
“fair” because it can be neither proved nor disproved. 
It is simply the view of a solitary individual of the 
contents of certain printed books. Sir E. B. Lytton may 
feel it hard, unless he is thoroughly case-hardened to such 
statements, to be told that his sentimentality passes for 
poetry, his rhapsodies for ideas, and his assertions 
for knowledge. But he could not make out in any court 
of law in the world that his sentiment was poetry, his 
rhapsodies were ideas, or his assertions knowledge. He 
has, therefore, to submit to the castigation, and probably 
will care very little about it. There is no reflection on 
his honour or integrity, and the most wrathful assault on 
him as a novelist rightly passes free, and would still be 
beyond the law of libel, even though he could distinctly 
prove that the sale of his books fell off in consequence. 
Statesmanship and literary merit can at present be 
measured by no fixed standard. There is not, though one 
day there may be, any uniformity of sentiment about 
either. There is no “universal assent of impartial 
men” as to what constitutes a wise statesman or a good 
writer, and until such assent is obtained, any criticism of 
either class, which refrains from imputing base motives, 
will be “ fair.” 

But with regard to professional men, properly so called, 
the case stands differently. Literature and politics are 
not, as we have pointed out, strictly speaking, professions. 
The law does not recognise them. Those who engage in 
them do not belong to the same category as doctors, law- 
yers, or engincers, who, if they are competent, do act in 
all cases upon certain fixed principles which command 
universal assent. The law of libel, accordingly, fur- 
nishes them with a more efficient protection. Of course, 
if a writer impute improper motives or dishonourable 
conduct to them, he will be held liable to an action or an 
indictment for so doing. This was the offence which 
Captain Colborne committed in his pamphlet on the 
Vampires of London, and for which he was punished 
last week by a fine. His object and intentions were, no 
doubt, good. He had a right to denounce the machina- 
tions of money lenders; but he had no right to point his 
denunciations by alluding to an attorney who did not 
belong to the class of persons stigmatised as usurers and 
swindlers. He had, beyond all doubt, transgressed the 
law; and although, as Mr. Coleridge pointed out in his 
very eloquent and judicious defence, the offence was not 
serious in a moral point of view, it still deserved at least 
the punishment it received from the Recorder of London. 

Captain Colborne’s was a very plain case; but there 
are many cases which present much more serious diffi- 
culties. Mr. Charles Knight, in his recently published 
“ Passages from a Working Life,” has placed on record an 
amusing instance of the length to which disparagement 
of the ability of a professional man may be carried 
without becoming libellous. In the year 1827 there 
appeared in Knight's Quarterly Magazine a trenchant 
criticism of Sir John Soane’s pretensions as an architect. 
Soane was held up to public ridicule as the “ Bootian ” 
professor, and the author of a new style of architecture, 
called the “Bootian” order. An action for libel 
was the consequence (Soane v. Knight, M. & M.74), The 
verdict was for the defendant, the jury being of opinion 
that the limits of “fairness” had not been passed. “If,” 
said Lord Tenterden, C. J.,in his summing up, “ you think 
the censure unfair and intemperate, and written with the 
intention and for the purpose of injuring the plaintiff 
in his profession by imputing to him that he acts on 
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absurd principles of art, you will find for the plaintiff.” 
Here we sce the true distinction between libellous and 
non-libellous matter. A work of art, like a book, is a fair 
subject of ridicule, but the moment the critic uses words 
of personal disparagement of its designer, he trans- 
gresses the limits allowed to him by law. Upon the 
same principle it has been held actionable to say of a 
barrister that he gave “ill counsel” (King v. Lake, 2 
Vent. 28), although it certainly might be said of any 
lawyer, in either branch of the profession, that in a 
particular action he had advised imprudently. It may, 
indeed, be laid down generally that any words spoken to 
the disparagement of a person in an employment recog- 
nised by law, and whereby he earns a livelihood, are ac- 
tionable. On the other hand, it is equally true that any 
or all of that person’s works may be censured in lan- 
guage as severe as the critic may choose to use. 

There is one more class of cases on which we must 
briefly comment. Sometimes a man assumes a double 
character. He is at the same time a professional and a 
literary man, and then he may occasionally have to bear 
criticisms as a man of letters which would be libellous if 
written of him in his profession. An instance has re- 
cently come under our notice which will explain our 
meaning. In the Engineer of the 17th of March last 
there appeared a letter from Mr. Colburn, a consulting 
engineer of considerable reputation, recommending a 
certain mode of constructing marine engines for twin 
screw propulsion. The following week there was in- 
serted in the same journal a letter signed “George 
Grieve,” in which Mr. Colburn was assaulted with a fury 
far transcending the ordinary limits of literary courtesy. 
“T cannot refrain,’ says the writer, “from expressing 
my conviction that if the labours of those in the profes- 
sion are to be subjected to such criticism, emanating 
from one who is evidently not acquainted with the 
slightest practical detail of the workshop arrangements 
necessary to manufacture the marine engine, engineering 
in the hands of such will derive very little benefit. 

I have scarcely met with such incapacity as that 
displayed in the plan he proposes.” Now Mr. Colburn is 
a practical engineer as well as a scientific writer, and if 
“ George Grieve” had charged him generally with evi- 
dent ignorance of the slightest practical detail of the 
workshop, and with incapacity as an engineer, the letter 
would, probably, have been not only offensive, but libel- 
lous. As it is, Mr, Grieve came very near the line which 
separates “libel” from “no libel.” Possibly it might 
be held that he had crossed it. It will be observed, 
however, that the censure seems founded on Mr, Col- 
burn’s letter of the previous week, and it might be 
argued that the whole attack was upon him as a scientific 
author, and not as an enzineer. Whether the expressions 
are really libellous, however, we need not inquire. They 
are, certainly, ambiguous, and might, perhaps, be held 
applicable to the professional character of Mr. Colburn, 
But assuming that they merely refer to his literary cha- 
racter, they would amount to nothing more than a 
breach of propriety on the part of their writer, and of 
discretion on the part of the editor of the Lngineer. 
The latter, indeed, seems ashamed of his contributor, for 
he inserts a note recommending a more moderate and 
becoming tone. Probably a wiser course, and one more 
consistent with the high character of the Lngineer would 
have been to have refused admission to “George Grieve’s” 
effusion until the tone thereof had been tempered into 
accordance with the dictates of ordinary proefssional 
courtesy. The case is instructive as showing the dif- 
ference between a criticism on a man in his profession, 
and upon him as a writer in a scientific periodical. 

On the whole, we believe the present condition of the 
law of libel to be satisfactory. Since juries have had 
power to return general verdicts, and since Lord Camp- 
bell’s Act has almost assimilated the procedure upon in- 
dictments for libel to that in actions for defamation, 
public writers have little reason to complain. The 
restraint imposed on them by positive law is slight, But 





public opinion is a more efficient check. No newspaper 
which habitually indulges in wanton and unjustifiable 
attacks on private individuals, can long command an ex- 
tensive and high-class circulation in this country. 





POOR LAW ADMINISTRATION. 


The cases of Timothy Daly, Julia Hannen and others, 
have afforded to the daily press an opportunity of venting 
their righteous indignation on poor law guardians in 
general, and some of the metropolitan guardians in 
particular ; and when we have said the best that can be 
said for the persons concerned in these cases, no one 
can be so disingenuous as to deny that the facts present 
a very bad aspect, and such as cannot be reconciled with 
the humane intentions of the law. If, as we apprehend, 
the object of the poor law is, that every person, who from 
any cause whatever, is unable to maintain himself is 
to have a right to maintenance at the public cost, 
it will necessarily follow that the law presupposes 
the supply of such maintenance to be only the pay- 
ment of a debt due, and that the pauper has by 
law as much right to receive the needful relief as 
any other creditor has to recover his debts. That being 
the case, rates, and heavy rates, are levied for the relief 
of the poor in every parish in the kingdom, and provi- 
sions are made for the prevention of street beggary, and 
other public evidences of pauperism, as well as for the 
due care of the inmates of the workhouses. How, then, 
could such a case as that of Timothy Daly’s, by any possi- 
bility, happen ? This is a case in which it has been 
established that from careless attention, or want of atten- 
tion, meagre fare, and want of necessary stimulants, a 
man has been reduced to a state o? weakness ending in 
death ; and it is a fearful question when we ask how 
many of such cases may have occurred at the Holborn 
Union, or elsewhere, of which the public has no account. 
For one case, which the natural desire of the sick man to 
be removed from the union has brought to the light of 
day, how many have occurred, combined with circum- 
stances unrecorded in the workhouse books, and only 
known to the officials, whose interest it is to conceal 
them. That such cases might occur there can be no 
doubt. We are at liberty to believe them to be numerous, 
or, if our common scnse and reason will permit us, we 
may believe that the case of Timothy Daly is an isolated 
occurrence. 

The guardians will surely not contend that anything 
in the circumstances of this case released them from the 
obligation to provide this poor man with such assistance, 
in the way of attendance, medicine, and food, as his state 
required; nor can they, after what has transpired, assert 
that such attendance, medicine, and food, were supplied. 
What defence then can these guardians, or those of any 
other union where similar cases may have occurred, set up 
for thus withholding what must be considered to have 
been merely the pauper’s due? 

Another glaring instance of reprehensible parsimony 
in the administration of the poor law by the guardians 
of a metropolitan union has recently come before the 
justices at the Middlesex Sessions. On the 4th of 
January, John Sherman surrendered on bail to an in- 
dictment charging him that, being the person employed 
in the execution of a warrant for the removal of Julia 
Hannen, and Edward Hannen, her child, from the parish 
of St. Nicholas, Deptford, in the county of Kent, to the 
parish of Killarney, in Ireland, and the said Julia Han- 
nen and Edward Hannen, being in his care, he did un- 
lawfully and wilfully desert them before they had been 
conveyed to the place of destination. The Act (26 & 27 
Vict. c. 89) was specially directed against the cruelties 
which were practised in the removal of natives of Ire- 
land from parishes in England; and section 4 provides 
that any person committing the offence charged in this 
indictment shall be liable to a fine of £10, or to an im- 
prisonment for three months. 

Although the facts of the case are probably well 
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know n to the majority of our readers, it will be conve- 
nient to recapitulate them here shortly. On the 24th 
of October, Julia Hannen, the wife of Edward Hannen, 
became chargeable to the parish of St. Paul’s, Deptford, 
and on the following day she was delivered of a male 
child in the workhouse. She discharged herself at about 
the end of three weeks, and on the twenty-sixth day 
after her confinement, applied again for relief. On the 
29th November, she having been again admitted, Mr. 
Maude, the magistrate at the Greenwich Police-court, 
signed a warrant for the conveyance of the woman and 
her infant to the workhouse of Killarney, to which 
parish she belonged. On the 1st of December we find 
the prisoner taking the woman and her child on board 
the steamer Jbis lying off Dublin wharf. He gave her 
some meat, four quartern loaves, one pound of sugar, and 
two ounces of tea, and half-a-crown, together with the 
warrant, which he instructed her to take to the relieving 
officer at Cork on her arrival there. Having paid twelve 
shillings and sixpence for a deck passage, the prisoner was 
taking his leave, when Cox, an inspector of the Thames- 
police, met him, and questioned him, and afterwards, by 
the kindness of the mate, the woman was provided with 
shelter in his cabin, the prisoner paying therefor three 
shillings more. It appeared that the prisoner, who is 
only a pauper himself, had been supplied with the war- 
rant, the provisions, and about thirty shillings to pay the 
woman’s fare and expenses; but he had no money 
wherewith to pay his own fare, nor was he instructed to 
accompany heron her journey. Now, here we see a 
woman whose child is only a month old sent to take a 
voyage which, under favourable circumstances lasts about 
forty-two hours, which may last for days, on the deck of 
a vessel, in a remarkably inclement season. This was 
positive cruelty, and had the intention been carried out 
would not, improbably, have terminated in the death of 
the mother or child, or both ; and it was, moreover, in 
wilful contravention of the statute above quoted. Not 
only was the woman deserted before she reached her des- 
tination, but, beside that, an attempt was made to throw 
upon another parish the charge of conveying her from 
Cork to Killarney. The want of any law of settlement 
and removal in Ireland rendered it impossible for the 
guardians of Cork Union, had they been inclined, to 
fulfil this function, and the probable result of the pro- 
ceedings would, therefore, have been that the ratepayers 
of Cork would have been saddled with the maintenance 
of these paupers. To put an end to the then prevalent 
practice of thus exporting Irish paupers, from whatever 
part of the country, to the nearest seaport in Ireland, and 
there leaving them to follow their own devices, was one 
of the principal objects sought to be accomplished by the 
Act in question. 

Do the guardians of Greenwich Union suppose it to be 
part of their duty to the body of the ratepayers to save 
their pockets by such means as cause them to incur the 
risk of a prosecution ? We ask again, what defence can 
these guardians have for allowing the law to be thus set 
at defiance ? Both the specified cases, Timothy Daly 
and Julia Hannen alike, arose out of an insane desire to 
save the rates, guocunque modo, and therefore, as most 
easy, at the cost of the paupers. 

True it is that the law provides for the making and 
levying of rates for the relief of the poor, it provides 
for the expenditure of the money so raised, and supplies 
the most elaborate machinery in order that the main- 
tenance of each poor person should be charged to the 
proper quarter ; but still examples like those mentioned 
are often met with. Where then are we to look for the 
root of the evil? Too much is left to the ratepayers; 
they appoint their own guardians, who are elected from 
among their number, and whose interest it is to keep 
down the rates to which they contribute, while there 
is no person whose duty it is to protect the rights of the 
pauper, who is himself too poor or too insignificant to be 
able to set the law in motion with effect. Without 
ascribing wilful dishonesty, we have no hesitation in 
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‘asserting that false } parsimony is at the root of these 
malpractices, and that if guardians were to look more to 
carrying out the letter and spirit of the law, instead of 
setting their wits to work to discover how it may be 
evaded, such cases could not happen. But, we ask, is it 
in human nature to be lavish in an expenditure which 
is only to benefit a stranger, and the means for which 
we have to contribute ? We confess it looks very much 
like Guardians v. Paupers, the guardians being judge 
as well as plaintiff. If this state of things is not 
notoriously an evil, it is because all are not led to look 
upon the matter from the same point of view ; but in the 
abstract the proposition is absurd that the debtor should 
be permitted to decide what is the amount of his debt 
without reference to the rights of the creditor. 

Far from advocating such centralisation as would in 
effect join all the parishes in England into one great 
union or into a small number of great unions, we think 
some system of periodical supervision, which would com- 
pel medical men to record sick cases in the same manner 
as they are recorded in hospitals, and would compel other 
workhouse officials to keep written records of the trans- 
actions of the house of whatever description, would also 
force upon guardians the necessity of investigating per- 
sonally every extreme case, lest their omission should be 
recorded against them. 

The public have been led, in consequence of several 
instances of such neglect as we have specified, including 
that of Richard Gibson, which occurred lately at St. 
Giles’s workhouse, to look for some alteration in 
the Poor Laws this session, and it is to be hoped that 
in framing laws respecting the rights of the poor, other 
interests may not be considered of more importance. 

We fear that the bill introduced by Mr. Villiers on this 
subject proceeds on an error: the plan proposed is excel- 
lent as applied to London, but, as regards the country 
generally, it is beginning at the wrong end. 

Doubtless, it is a pleasant prospect for a ratepayer to 
contemplate a reduction of the poor rates to a minimum, 
but that idea is taken from the ratepayers’ point of 
view ; justice requires that the poor should be supplied 
with more than will sustain bare life, therefore, let jus- 
tice be done. 








COMMON LAW. 


TITLE AGAINST WRONG-DOER—JUS TERTII. 
Bourne v. Fosbrooke, 13 W. R. 497. 

It has been generally considered undoubted law since 
the case of Armorie v. Delamirie, 1 Sm. Lead. Cas. 301, 
that bare possession is sufficient to give title as 
against a wrong-doer. This proposition, although never 
directly infringed since the decision referred to, is, 
nevertheless, sometimes lost sight of; and it must be 
confessed that it does sound strangely that mere posses- 
sion, without any right thereto, can confer any legal 
rights upon the tortious possessor. It should be borne 
in mind also, that mere possession without title thereto 
gives rights to the possessor only against a wrong-doer, 
and not against a party whose possession is in pari jure 
with that of the plaintiff. For instance, in Buckley v. 
Gross, 11 W. R. 465, the plaintiff purchased melted 
tallow, which had flowed from a wharf on fire into the 
river, where it was taken up by a waterman. It was 
then seized by the police pending an inquiry before a 
magistrate (under a local Act, 2 & 3 Vict. c. 71), and by 
his order they sold it to the defendant. The Court of 
Queen’s Bench held that the defendant could set up 
the title thus derived, even though he had no title 
affecting the original owner. The plaintiff knew that 
the tallow was not derelict, but had escaped into the 
river owing to the fire; he therefore, indeed, had only a 
bare possession, even though he had bought from a 
person who had quiet possession of the article. It would 
appear that the police had no authority, under the cir- 
cumstances, to sell the tallow, yet, on the ground that 
the plaintiff had a mere possession, the Court held 
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that the detaining order by the police divested 
this possession and, consequently, that even assum- 
ing the sale by the police to be wltra vires, the 
ground was, as it were, taken from under the plain- 
tiff, and that he was thus “hoist with his own petard.” 
This judgment appears to us to be scarcely reconcileable 
with that in Armorie v. Delamirie. If the police had no 
right to sell, then the plaintiffs possessory rights con- 
tinued to exist subject to the detainer hy the police. 
Non constat that any person would ever have established 
his title to the tallow. The plaintiff in such circum- 
stances would acquire full property in the article. The 
fact that the intervention of the police was under an 
Act of Parliament merely prevented their conduct from 
being a trespass, and thus, perhaps, lawfully sus- 
pended the right of possession which was in the plaintiff. 
But, even taking this consideration into account, his 
possessory rights can hardly, we think, be considered as 
in total abeyance. For it was held, in Gordon v. 
Harper, 7 Term. Rep. 12, that a man who has delivered 
goods to a carrier or other bailee, and so parted with the 
actual possession, may yet maintain trover for a conver- 
sion by a stranger ; for the owner has still possession 
in law. The possession of the police, therefore, merely 
being a bailment enforced by law for a collateral purpose, 
appears to us to have been the possession of the person who 
might ultimately prove his title and, subject thereto, that 
of the plaintiff. The Court, however, wholly ignored the 
plaintiff's rights. They considered them to rest on pos- 
session merely, and that when that possession was taken 
from him by the detaining order of the police they 
were ipso facto determined. 

Neither do we consider that the policy of this judg- 
ment is to be atall commended. The act of the plaintiff, 
indeed, in purchasing from a mere finder, encouraged 
fraud; but that was not the question before the Court, which 
was merely what rights the peaceful possession of an 
article conferred upon the holder as against third parties. 
“ Interest reipublice ut sit finis litium ;” “ Possessio facit 
heredem si non sit heres ;” and on these two maxims 
almost all the law of moveable property in every civilized 
country depends. The force of this rule of law, or rather 
of peace, was so clearly seen by our ancestors that even 
in respect of real estate, although a mere disseisin had no 
operation in law, quiet possession by title derived by 
purchase or descent from a disseisor worked a discon- 
tinuance, and tolled the entry of the disseisee. This 
effect was given to a wrongful act, not because the feudal 
lawyers wished to encourage fraud or violence, but 
from the necessity of giving possession a certain de- 
gree of legal force. 

The case of Buckley v. Gross has, however, been 
much shaken by the ruling in the principal case, 
the facts of which were as follows: — The plain- 
tiff lived with her aunt, who was a_ housekeeper 
of the testator and a married woman living apart 
from her husband. The aunt made plaintiff a gift of 
several articles and actually delivered them to her. She 
then gave them to the testator to k-ep for her. Upon 
the death of the aunt her husband demanded them of 
the testator; but the latter refused to give them up on 
certain grounds, not directly setting up an adverse title. 
The testator then labelled some of the articles with the 
plaintiff's name, and soon afterwards died, whereupon 
the plaintiff brought this action against his executor, 
who had refused to give her the articles not labelled. 
The Court held that though the plaintiff had no right to 
the articles as against the husband or any one claiming 
under him, yet she had sufficient possession to enable her 
to maintain this action against the defendant, and that it 
was not competent for him to set up the husband’s rights. 
It was considered by the Court that the gift having been 
made by a married woman, it was not competent for her 
to have passed any property thereby as against her 
husband ; but that the jus tertii could not be set up by 
the defendant. 

This judgment will rectify any uncertainty occasioned 





by the ruling in Buckley v. Gross, from which case, 
indeed, it is not readily distinguishable; for it will be 
observed that the defendant acquired possession by the 
act of the law, and that he had notice of the husband’s 
rights. Yet ihe Court, rightly we think, regarded only 
the testator’s liabilities as depositee, and thus have added 
additional weight to the well established principle that 
innocent possession gives a valid title against every onc 
but the true owner. 








COURTS. 
COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

April 19.—Ex parte Robb and Bell.—Mr. Turner applied 
on behalf of Messrs. Robb & Bell, the trustees of a marriage 
settlement, for a rule calling upon two attorneys of this 
court to show canse why they should not pay over certain 
moneys Which had been handed over to them. It appeared 
that in June, 1863, a marriage took place between a Mr. 
Brathwaite.and a Miss Sargentson. The settlement was drawn 
up by two attorneys, to whom a sum of was handed over, to 
hold for the trustees under the settlement. The trustees 
had sinee made repeated applications forthe money, but had 
not succeeded in obtaining it. 

Rule nisi granted. 

In ve William Ambler.—Myr, Lovesay applied for a rule 
calling upon William Ambler, an attorney, to show cause 
why his name should not be struck off the rolls of the court, 
on the ground that he had been convicted of obtaining money 
under false pretences, and sentenced to four months’ impri- 
sonment. 

Rule granted. — 

COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, in Easter Term, before the Lorp Cnier 
Baron, and Martin, BRAMWELL, and Picorr, BB.) 

April 19.—Blake and Another vy. De Witte.—My. Phil- 
brick moved, on the part of the defendant, for a rule calling 
upon the plaintiffs to show cause why an order, made by 
Lord Chief Justice Erle at chambers, should not be set 
aside, and why the judgment signed and the subsequent 
proceedings should not be set aside, and why the defendant 
should not be at liberty to come in and defend the action. 
The action was brought by Messrs. Blake & Snow, solici- 
tors, Doctors’-commons, against Mr. De Witte, of Welsborne 
Hall, Warwickshire, to recover a sum of £942 upon certain 
bills of exchange, and the ground on which the learned 
counsel now moved was that the copy of the writ of sum- 
mons contained neither the name of the court out of which 
it was issued, nor the name of the plaintiffs, nor was it 
tested in any way, nor did it contain the name of the Lord 
Chief Baron, in accordance with the statute. In February 
last, Mr. De Witte, who resided abroad, was staying with 
his wife at the Craven Hotel, London, and this coming to 
the knowledge of the plaintiffs, they served Mrs. De Witte 
with a copy of the writ, under circumstances which induced 
the Court to allow it as substituted service, and no appear- 
ance having been entered, judgment was signed. Subse- 
quently Lord Chief Justice Erle made an order allowing 
the defendant to come in and defend the action upon pay- 
ing the £942 into court. The object of the present applica- 
tion was to enable Mr. De Witte, who said he believed he 
had a good defence upon the merits, to defend the action 
without the payment of that sum into court. 

Mr. Baron Martin said the defendant ought to have 
taken out a summons to set aside the writ of summons. 

Mr. Philbrick said he could not tell from which court 
it was issued. 

Mr, Baron MArtrx.—The defendant has some property, 
and if we set aside the judgment he may dispose of his in- 
terest in it before another judgment ean be obtained. 

Mr. Philbrick said the defendant was not to be allowed to 
defend the action unless he paid £940 into court, which was 
avery large sum. It was a hardship to impose such terms 
upon him in face of irregularities for which the plaintitis 
were alone responsible. 

A rule was ultimately granted calling upon the plaintiffs 
to show cause why the defendant should not be allowed to 
come in and defend without paying the money into court : 
the judgment, however, to stand as security for whatevei 
claim the plaintiffs might establish. 
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COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Deputy-Commissioner WINSLOW. ) 

April 15.—Re Edward Maniere.—The bankrupt* had 
passed his last examination, and the order of discharge had 
stood over in order to submit a proposition to his creditors 
of 5s. inthe pound. Creditors to upwards of £16,000 had 
signed the resolution. 

Mr. Deputy-Commissioner W1NsLow confirmed the resolu- 
tion, and delayed the proceedings in order to carry out the 
wish of the creditors. 

SPRING ASSIZES, 


MIDLAND CrRcvIT. 
LEEDS. 

April 1.—Reg. v. George Walker.—The defendant was in- 
dicted that he, being a bankrupt, did, within three months 
prior to adjudication of bankruptcy against him, make away 
with certain part of his property with intent to defraud, &c. 

Mr. Mante, for the defendant, now stated that he wished 
the sanction of the Court to a compromise. 

The charge was for making away with property to the 
defendant's relatives on the 17th September, 1864. The 
adjudication of bankruptey was, on the 15th December, so 
that the defendant was only caught by two days. The de- 
fendant’s relatives had now come forward and offered to pay 
£150 to the defendant's estate if the prosecution could be 
abandoned. 

Mr. Middleton, on behalf of the prosecution, stated that 
he appeared for the assignees under the bankruptcy. The 
estate was a very small one, and the bankrupt’s relatives 
were poor, and nothing could be recovered from them, and 
the assignees were, therefore, wishful to be allowed to accept 
the proposal, and withdraw from the prosecution. He cited 
Ex parte Dobson, In re Wilson, 11 W. R. 100, 330, in 
which the Lords Justices had sanctioned a compromise in a 
case in which they had directed the prosecution. 

His Lorpsuip, under the authority cited, saw no difficulty 
in assenting to the application, and as the charge was a mis- 
demeanour, and not a felony, he would allow the defendant 
to be discharged. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


AGREEMENTS TO LET. 

Sir,—In reply to the enquiry contained in the latter part 
of the letter of a Manchester ‘* Articled Clerk,” appearing 
in your last number, I beg to refer him to the admirable 
little work of the late Mr. John William Smith, on the 
“* Law of Contracts” p. 66, and the cases there cited. Such 
an agreement as your correspondent mentions would doubt- 
less be void under the 4th section of the Statute of Frauds. 

Louth, J. T. SARGENT. 








ConvEYANCE—ApD VALOREM Duty. 

Sir,—A. and B. jointly purchase an estate for £900, and 
afterwards mortgage the same to C, for securing £600 and 
interest. B, subsequently purchases the equity of redemp- 
tion of A’s moiety for £150, and indemnifies A. against 
payment of such amount of the mortgage money as A. ‘in 
eyuity would be held liable to pay.” In addition to the 
ad valorem duty on the £150, ought B. to pay similar duty 
on the whole £600, or only on £300 ? J. T, SARGENT. 

Louth. 


A County CourT GRIEVANCE. 

Sir, —Having the greatest respect for the law of the land, 
and having been over a quarter of a century in a service 
where obedience is the great and essential fundamental law, 
I promptly obeyed a summons to attend at the County Court 
at G——*t to answera plaint for the sum of one guinea. 
The plaintiff [ had never seen, to the best of ny belief, or 
heard of; but a gentleman acting as my agent had some 
transactions with the plaintiff, which seem to have been un- 
satisfactory to the latter party, and consequently I was 
summoned to appear before his Honour, the judge of the 
County Court, at ten a.m, on the 12th April. 

At great inconvenience to myself and my witness, and at 
a serious pecuniary loss to both, we proceeded by the early 





* 9 Sol. Jour. 455, 

+ Our correspondent names the court, but as we are not desirous 
of raising a personal question, but merely of calling attention toa 
serious defect ofsystem, we suppress it,—Ep, §, J. 





train to G——, and presented ourselves at ten o'clock at 
the court-house. After waiting for half an hour the court 
was opened, and a few short cases were disposed of and the 
Court adjourned. This was at ten minutes past eleven. 

I have frequently heard and more frequently read in the 
public press severe comments on the general conduct, &ec., 
of courts-martial. Asa spectator, witness, and member of 
these courts, I venture to say that such a display of temper 
as was shown by the judge who presided on this occasion, 
never could uccur in the most arbitrary court in this country, 
naval or military. 

At noon we again adjourned for one hour. 

Shortly after one o’clock I was called on, and after a 
rambling statement made by the plaintiff, whom I dis- 
covered to be a coal-porter, his Honour adjourned the case 
till his next court. I was not allowed to say one word. 
My receipt in full in my hand I did venture to make an 
effort to put forward, but met with so severe a snub, that I 
atoncestepped down. Feeling, however, that my having to 
come again, and bring my witness, would involve a serious loss 
of time, and, moreover, that I was unlikely to be nearer G—— 
at the next sitting of his Honour’s court than I was when it 
was sworn that I made some agreement with the plaintiff, 
a. e., the distance between that and Liverpool,—I ventured 
to send my card with a few lines to his Honour on the bench 
to say that I trusted as it was no fault of mine that the 
plaintiff had not his witness present that he would dispose 
of the case, as I was likely to be away when the next court 
was held. To this appeal, which was unread by his Honour, 
I received a severe rebuke—that is, that anything written 
to a judge on the bench was most improper, and that what 
I had to say should be said in open court. 

Considering this was exactly what I came thither for at an 
expense of £4, and was rudely denied the privilege of doing, 
I ask you to give insertion to this statement, as I cannot 
help thinking, apart from any little personal feeling I may 
have in the matter, that it is important to everyone to 
know to what extent vexatious summonses to county courts, 
‘presided over by bilious judges,” may be used by 
mischievous or designing parties against others whose 
time is valuable, and on whieh fact the plaintiffs are apt to 
infer that no appearance will be made. Caprain, R.N. 

Belvedere, Kent. 





Free TRADE IN LAND; WHAT IT IS, AND WHAT IT IS NOT. 

Sir,—The committee of the House of Commons about to 
inquire into the Law of Landlord and Tenant in Ireland have 
agreat opportunity before them; the case they have to meet 
is thus put by the Zimes, in its leading article of Monday, 
April 8rd, 1865:— 

‘‘With the Government and the Irish members we have 
no fault to find, but what shall we say of those English mem- 
bers who lent themselves, as we must presume, because they 
knew no better, to keep up this miserable delusion? Take 
for example Mr. Forster, a gentleman who professes his de- 
votion to free-trade doctrines, and whose appreciation of them 
has led him to the following conclusion:—‘In Ireland,’ he 
says, ‘there are restrictions on farmers. There is no free 
trade in farming. Free trade in farming means freedom in 
the whole operations of farming—freedom for the producer 
to plant, and grow, and reap without restriction ; and as 
long as there are legal conditions attached to the position 
of the occupier and tiller of land in Ireland which prevent 
him from investing his capital without a reasonable fear 
that it will be taken from him, it cannot be said that there 
is free trade in Ireland.’ The mover tells us that Ireland 
is ruined because she has free trade; the seconder, because 
she has not. Which of the two are we to believe? There 
is no better proof of a want of clear ideas than the extension 
of a popular term to subjects to which it does not apply. 
Thus the half-educated voluntary talks of free trade in re- 
ligion, the currency quack of free trade in money, the demo- 
cratic leveller of free trade in land. Did Mr. Forster ever 
sit down and calmly consider with himself for five minutes 
what free trade really means? What is the principle of 
which these words are the expression? Had he done so, 
we think he would not have been long in discovering that 
free trade is only one application of a larger principle—of 
the principle that it is for the benefit of societies and indi- 
viduals that every man should be free; free to act or to 
contract as he pleases, on the ground that the happiness of 
society is made up of the aggregate happiness of individuals, 
and that every man is a better judge of his own interest than 
the State can possibly be. Mr, Forster does not deny that 
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the landlord and tenant in Ireland are at liberty to contract 
in any manner in which they think proper as to the nature 
and incidents of the occupation of the land of the former by 
the latter. But this, Mr. Forster says, is not free trade, 
just because the law leaves the personal liberty of both 
parties free and unfettered. The trade would, he thinks, be 
freer if the law interfered with it, and liberty would be more 
entire if entangled with arbitrary conditions. The tenant 
may stipulate with the landlord for compensation for im- 
provement, and refuse to occupy the land on any other 
terms. If the landlord agrees, there is no need fora law ; 
if the landlord does not agree, Mr. Forster would compel 
him to elect between not letting his land at all, and letting 
it on terms which he disapproves. Mr. Forster would take 
away from the landlord the liberty he enjoys of moulding 
the agreement as he pleases, and he would do this, not in 
the name of public sulle or of overwhelming necessity, but 
of all things in the world, in the name of free trade. Mr. 
Forster says if restrictions were taken off land, if land were 
as free as consols, or any other article, we might safely say 
we would have no special legislation. We may safely chal- 
lenge Mr. Forster to point out two things : first, that land 
is not as free as consols or any other article now; and 
secondly, that it would be as free as consols or any other 
article if an arbitrary clause were to be introduced by the 
Legislature into every contract for its occupation. But the 
argument of free trade may be retorted. There is at present 
free trade in land in Ireland, for the purchaser may offer 
what he pleases for it, and do what he so with it after 
he has bought it. But if the Legislature burdens the 
ownership with onerous conditions, which, by the sup- 
position, a landlord would not willingly undertake, it does 
interfere with free trade ; it checks the demand for land by 
making it a less eligible kind of property and artificially 
reduces its value. No one now openly talks of protection, 
but if ayy one wishes to meet with her doctrines he must 
look fo tem in the speeches of those very manufac- 
turers who have most largely profited by their repudia- 
tion.” 

Now, sir, it is not true that the landlord and tenant in 
Treland are at liberty to contract in any manner they think 
proper as to the nature and incidents of the occupation of 
the land of the former by the latter; and consequently what 
the landlord cannot grant, the tenant cannot stipulate 
for. : 

Judge Longfield, in his lecture, fully explains the existing 
law. He says:— 

“At present a landlord frequently cannot afford to make 
the necessary improvements on his estate, and if this estate 
is in settlement he cannot enter into a valid contract with a 
tenant to allow him the slightest compensation. Such a 
contract would not be binding on the person entitled under 
the settlement. This ought to be altered. No settlement 
should be sanctioned which produces a result contrary to 
natural justice. I would give every landlord, however 
limited or encumbered his estate might be, the power to con- 
tract to give his tenant, at the expiration of his lease, com- 
pensation to the full value of any improvements he might 
place on the land.”* ; 

Mr. Cobden has said, ‘The application of free trade to 
land will do for the English poor more than has been already 
done by free trade in commerce.” 

The first necessary steps to obtain free trade in land are 
thus explained by a competent authority. 

“The Legislature should begin by abolishing all technical 
modifications of what is called the ‘legal estate’ in the land 
‘uses,’ and the like complexities, and should permit only 
two forms of legal ownership, namely, a fee simple, and a 
lease for years. It should allow the creation of no other 
equitable or beneficial interest in the land, carved out of 
this legal ownership in fee, than an estate for life, with a 
remainder or reversion in fee simple, in the same manner as 
a money fund is now usually settled.t This would be to 
commence the reform at the roots instead of the branches, 
but the Lord Chancellor cannot do this, while opposed by 
the landowners ; he has striven to accomplish as much as is 
practicable short of this.” Wo. T. WuitTe.t 

Lancing, Sussex, April 4. mee d 

* That is to say: ‘ power ought to be given to one man (the 
tenant for life) to sell for his own advantage (that of getting a better 
rent at once) the property of another (the owner of the reversion).” 
This is, in our opinion, robbery.—Ep. S. J. 

+ This amounts, in our opinion, to confiscation. See 8 Sol, Jour. 
553, where the work quoted from is reviewed.— Ep. S, J. 

t Mirabile Dictu, we entirely agree with the Times /—Ep, S, J, 





Court OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. « 
_ “Cutting off ears and noses might still be inflicted by a resolute 
judge ; but I will be candid enough to suppose that penalti appa- 
— ane to humanity would not be hazarded in these times,’? 

Sir,—With the recent case of Serafino Pellizzioni before 
the public as showing the fallacy of human judgment and 
the necessity of a Court of Criminal Appeal in this country, 
as in France, will you permit me to say a few words on 
another case recently decided at the Central Criminal Court ? 
and although it does not involve death by strangulation, 
it might involve it by a slower process. allude 
to the case of The Queen v. Leander, decided on Wednes- 
day last. The defendant, Mrs. Leander, is a lady well-known 
for her devoted zeal and earnestness in all works of practical 
Christian benevolence, but more especially as the founder 
of an establishment for the charge of females of weak in- 
tellect; not of lunatics, but of persons inadmissible to any 
lunatic asylum, and for whom medical men would refuse to 
sign certificates of insanity. 

Mr. Baron Channell, in sentencing the defendant to pay a 
fine of £50 to the Queen, falso added one month’s imprison- 
ment without hard labour. 

The latter portion of the sentence would imply that this 
lady had contumaciously and persistently defied the law, 
whereas I hope to prove the contrary, and show that she has 
only acted from a Christian sense of truth and duty 
throughout, and that, instead of punishment, she deserves 
the gratitude of every true friend of humanity. It will be 
noticed that the learned judge, in passing sentence, ob- 
served that it was not his own judgment, Sut that of the 
learned judge who tried the defendant : Mr. Baron Channell 
being the third judge who has had to do with the case. 

The facts are briefly these :—The institution founded by 
Mrs. Leander is known as Zion House, Turnham-green, 
Chiswick, which that lady has conducted as a charitable 
institution for several years past, at a considerable pecuniary 
sacrifice to herself, without deriving the slightest profit or 
advantage from the charge of the inmates. More than 200 
girls and women have been admitted since its commencement, 
some of whom have died ; others have left for Heaven knows 
where, through the indictment of the Commissioners of 
Lunacy. One thing is quite clear, that fifty helpless girls 
and women of weak intellect have been compelled to leave a 
home where cleanliness, health, and happiness, have been 
the unremitting study of the defendant. It is here worthy 
of remark that no epidemic has ever broken out, nor any acci- 
dent happened since its establishment. Why did not the 
Commissioners in Lunacy exercise their power of closing the 
asylum in 1855, instead of deferring it to 1864? This isa 
question to which the Earl of Shaftesbury and the other 
commissioners are bound to furnish a satisfactory answer. 
It cannot be denied that this truly valuable institution 
has been carried on with a single eye to the ‘‘glory of God 
and goodwill to man,” with the pure Christian and disin- 
terested motive of relieving the friends and relatives of the 
inmates from the heavy burden of their affliction. Why, 
then, should imprisonment in the dismal gaol of Newgate, 
with the infliction of a fine, be added to the heavy costs 
Mrs. Leander has been already put to in her defence. 

The defendant was indicted so long ago as the June ses- 
sions of 1864, for keeping a house for the reception of lunatics 
without having a license from the Commissioners in Lunacy, 
which resulted in a verdict of guilty. From the report of 
the sentence it would be implied that she had wilfully dis- 
obeyed the law, whereas she was but too anxious to have a 
license, if necessary, but the Commissioners refused to grant 
her one, as will be seen from the following extract from a 
most valuable —— published by that lady :— 

‘For the last three years I have been endeavouring to 
obtain a license. Ata meeting of the Board of Commis- 
sioners, the Earl of Shaftesbury, being chairman of the 
board, was present, and refused to grant one, stating as his 
reason that the report of this asylum tendered by the com- 
missioners led him to believe that it was not conducted in a 
manner to allow of its being continued. The statement on 
the whole was so incorrect, that I asked his lordship to ac- 
company myself and one of the gentlemen of tht board, who 
had been there the week before, to inspect the institution at 
once, and see for himself. He declined doing so. They 
would hear of nothing but closing it. One of the charges 
brought against it ata meeting of the board was, that it 
could not be allowed to get into debt; another that the 
public had not taken it up. In answer to the first charge I 
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told his lordship that I considered I ought to be allowed to 
do what I pleased with my own money. As treasurer I had 
advanced what was necessary without interest for eight 
years ; not less than from two to three hundred pounds were 
always required, as most of the accounts were settled 
monthly. I contended that I ought to have a license as well 
as Colchester Asylum, which is a similar institution upon a 
more extensive scale.” 

After the trial, on the 8th June, 1864, with a view to 
conciliation, and to meet the wishes of the commissioners, 
she dismissed about fifty of the inmates, retaining only 
those whom she considered no one could object to ; but this 
was not satisfactory, although the learned judge, Mr. Baron 
Bramwell, at the trial, on the counsel for the prosecution 
stating that it was the onject of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy to close the institution, emphatically said ‘‘ No, no,” 
and expressed a hope that some arrangement would be come 
to between Mrs. Leander and the commissioners, prior to her 
being called upon for judgment. 

On the 23rd November, 1864, she was brought up for 
judgment, and in arrest of that judgment she then filed an 
affidavit, stating that she derived ‘‘no profit” from the 
establishment, and that her case came strictly within the 
scope, meaning, and spirit of the exception in the following 
clause of the 8th & 9th Vict. c. 100, s. 90, and that she had 
been improperly convicted: - - 

**That no person (unless he be a person who derives no 
profit from the charge, or a committee appointed by the 
Lord Chancellor) shall receive to board or lodge in any 
house other than an hospital registered under this Act, or 
an asylum or a house licensed under this Act, or under one 
of the Acts hereinbefore repealed, or take the care or charge 
of any one patient as a lunatic, or alleged lunatic, without 
the like order and medical certificates, in respect of such 
patients as are hereinbefore required on the reception of a 
patient (not being a pauper) into a licensed house, and 
that every person (except a person deriving no profit from 
the charge, or a committee appointed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor),” &e., &e. 

The defendant on this occasion asked the learned judge, 
Mr. Baron Bramwell, to inform her of the meaning of the 
words ‘* derives no profit from the charge,’’ and if 
those words did not apply to her case, to whom did they 
apply? To chis the learned judge replied that he did not 
sit there to expound the law, but to administer it, and his 
Lordship advised her to take the opinion of counsel thereon. 
Judgment was again deferred, and the defendant was called 
upon to renew her recognizances accordingly. It is worthy 
of note that on the trial the clause above quoted was not at 
all alluded to, thus furnishing an additional reason for a 
court of criminal appeal. 

On the 1st of March last, defendant was again brought up 
for judgment, before Mr. Justice Byles, when Mrs. Leander 
then filed another affidavit in support of the facts of the ease, 
urging strongly that in accordance with the advice of Mr. 
Baron Bramwell, she had consulted with several members of 
the legal profession, and that none could define the meaning 
of the words ‘‘no profit” other than in the common accepta- 
tion of the word, namely, that as she did not keep an asylum 
‘*for profit,” she was, therefore, exempt from the power of 
the commissioners, That Zion House was a home for persons 
of weak intellect, or those suffering from fits, or other bodily 
infirmities, but not for those who come under the definition 
of persons of unsound mind, contemplated by the Lunacy 
Acts. The affidavit referred particularly to, and incorpo- 
rated the valuable medical certificate of Dr. Septimus Gib- 
bon, a physician of eminence, and medical officer of health 
of the Holborn Board of Works, and that of two other 
medical gentlemen of skill and ability, Mr. Frederick J. 
Burge, M.R.C.S., and medical officer of health of Fulham 
district, and Mr. James Dutton, M.R.C.S., of Hammer- 
smith, whose testimony was materially at variance with 
that of Dr. Christie, the only medical gentlemen employed 
by the Lunacy Commissioners. 

Surely the evidence of three such men as Dr. Gibbon, Mr. 
Burge, and Mr. Dutton, ought to have some weight in re- 
butting the unsupported medical testimony of one medical 
man only on the part of the prosecution, To this should 
be coupled the fact that before any person can be legally 
placed in a lunatic asylum, certificates of insanity must be 
procured from two medical men who have previously ex- 
amined the patient. Mrs. Leander’s case is fortified by 
not only two, but three medical men, whose opinions can 
now be tested by a personal visit to Zion House. As the 





affidavits are now being printed, and the names of the in- 
mates appear therein, such an inspection would, I feel eon- 


vineed, be of great public benefit, and prove the necessity of 


a material alteration in the law of lunacy. <A letter of ad- 
mission will be forwarded to any medical practitioner who 
may feel disposed to avail himself of this offer. 

The learned judge, Mr. Justice Byles, deferred passing 
sentence on the 1st until the 2nd of March, as his lordship 
stated, in order that he might have time to read the afli- 
davits carefully through. On the morning of the 2nd, on 
entering the court, he said that he had read Mrs. Leander’s 
affidavits twice over, and he would not then pass sentence, 
as he was fearful of doing injustice. His lordship then 
postponed the sentence, with a further renewal of recogni- 
sances, until the 12th of April, but which judgment was 
delivered by Mr. Baron Channell, as above stated. There 
is nothing to show that Mr. Baron Bramwell had seen the 
affidavit of the defendant, which Mr, Justice Byles con- 
sidered to be so important as to read it twice over, and then 
deferred passing sentence. 

I trust that I have said sufficient to enlist public sym- 
pathy on behalf of this much-injured lady. If so, it should 
not be allowed to evaporate into empty air, but strenuous 
efforts should be made to obtain her speedy release from 
Newgate, and, if possible, to relieve her from the payment 
of the pecuniary fine. The question is whether she would 
have been convicted at all if the clause in the Act of Parlia- 
ment above quoted had been submitted to the jury on the 
trial. 

One word more, and I have done. If Zion House is to 
be broken up, what is to be done with the poor inmates ? 
Where are they to be removed to? I consider this to be 
of great importance, and well worthy the consideration of 
every philanthropist and lover of humanity. 

Joun Ropert TAyLor. 

13, Brownlow-strect, Bedford-row, W.C., April 15. 





PrivATE EXECUTIONS. 

Sir,—The gentlemen whose names stand on the back of 
the bill on this subject await the report of the commission, 
but the public will look at it favourably, and those like 
myself accustomed to see and reflect twice a year on the 
incidents of an assize will hail the measure as one, of honour- 
able advance, the old corollary to the tempora mutantur. 
We no longer keep our prisoners in chains or destroy halt- 
a-ozen at a time for a Monday’s sight. The sightseers who 
go to the diminished attraction of one culprit’s death, are 
reduced to the lowest class, as proved by their appearance 
and conduct. We no longer drag the culprit for miles to 
the place of execution, viz., the locality of his crime, or the 
largest adjacent common; but we kindly allow him the 
seclusion and quiet of his prison home, tranquilising his 
mind, as far as possible, in his last moments, Not only is 
the horror of the sight reduced by the black cap, but in 
some gaols by a balustrade and curtains which hide the 
lower limbs. The crowd is allowed to enjoy the presence of 
the living man only three or four minutes. All experienced 
persons agree that the effect is not a moral one ; few or 
none go away the better. Those present have sought only 
a tragedy, and are no more deterred from murder than the 
upper classes by seeing Macbeth. Now, if all the execution 
scene is withdrawn for the sake of Christianity and refine- 
ment, the example of death for murder must still remain, 
even without the spectacle, which is to be distinguished 
from the fact. These same masses will not believe the man 
is dead unless they see him. They may do so with perfect 
safety, for the mere sight of a dead body is not exciting but 
shocking, as any one knows who has seen the effect on the 
visitors of the ‘‘ Morgue,” in Paris (where bodies found are 
exposed', or the dead-room of an hospital, or dead collected 
for burial after a battle. If, then, the sight is harmless, 
and none obliged to sce it who do not seek it, and the proof 
of death necessary—this must be given in such a form as 
will alone be real and impressive as regards those whose 
minds we would act on—there should then, surely, be a 
clause added to the bill, making it necessary to expose the 
dead body of the culprit ; of course, under proper caution, 
as, for instance, on a guard bed, in a gaol yard, or gateway, 
with barriers, so as to compel the spectators to move on, 
not more than two or three abreast, which will hinder all 
bad behaviour and greatly check all bad language. 

If I may go one step further, as the object will be to kill 
without bloodshed, and not, as it is, to make a spectacle for 
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the vulgar, why should not the sentence be altered by a 
clause in the Act into strangling, [instead of hanging. 
The very novelty of the word will have something more 
serious in it; the culprit and spectators will be spared the 
“drop,” and the end better attained by the Spanish garotte. 
The theory of our executions is no longer to inflict pain be- 
yond the last pang. A chair with a post behind it, a rope 
and small winch, is all the Spaniards use, and surely, on the 
principles now professed, it is enough to satisfy the strongest 
advocate for the death punishment.* JOHANNES. 








IRELAND. 


Tue ANNUAL CERTIFICATE TAX, 

The following form of petition has been agreed to by the 
Cork Law Society :—- 

‘¢ That the solicitors and attorneys of the United Kingdom 
have been for many years subjected to the payment of an 
annual certificate for liberty to practise their profession, 
which, as a tax, was originally imposed to supply an antici- 
pated deficiency in other sources of revenue, wholly uncon- 
nected with their profession. 

‘That your petitioners humbly submit, they are now en- 
titled to the discontinuance of this tax, and to your declara- 
tion to that effect, by Act of Parliament, no valid reasons 
existing for their being called upon to support the burdens 
of the general community, by a large contribution, specially 
levied from them, in addition to the general taxation of the 
country. 

‘¢That exceptional taxation ofthis character, only resorted 
to at a period of great national emergency, becomes a class 
oppression, when the state necessity from which it has 
sprung has passed away, and that the tax is continued in 
violation of the original contract implied, when it was laid 
on. 
‘That the profession of solicitors and attorneys requires 
intellectual capacity and educational attainments of a high 
order, involving serious outlay for the primary qualification, 
and that when the severe qualifying tests for entrance are 
passed, the probationary period of apprenticeship can only 
be gone through at an expense averaging to each individual 
a sum of £400, up to and including the period of admission, 
of which about £120 is payable for stamp duties. 

“That, notwithstanding such admission into the profes- 
sion, after five years’ pron Tavera and study and periodical 
attendance as required on superior courts of law and equity 
in the metropolis, and the payment of stamp duties as al- 
ready set forth, the solicitors and attorneys of the United 
Kingdom are nevertheless prohibited, under a penalty of 
£100, from practising their profession, unlesss upon pay- 
ment of a certificate tax of £9 in the capitals, and £6 in the 
country, which must be annually renewed. 

‘¢ That your petitioners submft such tax is unjust in prin- 
ciple, and partial and invidious in its operation. It is a tax 
demanded in advance, and regulated by no standard of pro- 
fessional earnings, and imposed upon intellectual exertion, 
which is liable to be impaired by infirmity and ill-health ; 
it is also a tax exclusively chargeable on the profession of 
your petitioners, who, besides, pay income tax, and also 
bear their proportion of the general taxation ; and it must 
be viewed as a stigma upon one of the learned professions, all 
the other professions being exempt from a special tax, with- 
out any tangible grounds existing for such exceptional taxa- 
tion. 

‘That your petitioners submit to your honourable House, 
that their profession is entitled to special consideration, in- 
asmuch as its members must be regarded as the agents of the 
State, in the collection of the very large revenue in stamp 
duties, derivable through them, in the exercise of their pro- 
fession, and for the performance of which service to the 
State, the limited reward formerly given of a commission on 
stamp duties, is now abolished. 

‘That your petitioners have observed, with pleasure, the 
prosperous condition of the national exchequer of the 
United Kingdom, as appearing by the present returns, 
showing a large excess on the past year of revenue over 
expenditure, and that such financial prosperity induces 
your petitioners to believe that this tax, so obnoxious to the 

* This is obviously a much more equable punishment, as a light 
man suffers far more than a heavy one; a rope may break (as hap- 
penened the other day), and the skill in adjustment is not required 
to so great a degree as by our method.—WNote dy the writer. 








profession of your petitioners, and so partial and unequal in 
its application, may, at the present moment, be safely 
abolished without affecting the general resources of the 
country, and discontinued as a source of contribution, which 
cannot be maintained on just or honourable principles. 

‘¢ Your petitioners therefore pray your honourable House 
to repeal the certificate tax imposed upon solicitors, attor- 
neys, &c.” 

‘« And your petitioners will pray, &e.” 


CourT oF CHANCERY. 

The cause list which has just appeared shows a very small 
amount of business. There are 8 general cause petitions 
and 1 cause standing over in the Lord Chancellor’s list. The 
new list contains 25 general cause petitions, of which 2 are 
on report, exceptions, and merits. 


Pusitc CEMETERIES—19 & 20 Vict. 

At a meeting of the Privy Council a memorial from the 
Lord Bishop of Cork and others, praying that the chureh- 
yard of the cathedral church of St. Finn Bar, in that diocese, 
should be closed as a public cemetery, was taken into con- 
sideration. It stated that the graveyard was the oldest in 
Ireland, having been used for 1,200 years as a place of inter- 
ment. It was situate in a densely populated part of the 
city, and fever was very prevalent in the neighbourhood, 
thirteen cases having recently broken out in one street con- 
venient to the graveyard. Human remains were constantly 
dug up in a state of partial decomposition. 

Dr. Ball, Q.C., having opened the case, the Dean of Cork, 
and Rev. Mr. Dobbin, were examined as to the present con- 
dition of the churchyard. The average number of burials in 
the year were 273. It appeared that whenever an interment 
was made several other bodies had to be displaced, some even 
in half a decomposed state, and that coflins had to be placed 
very near the surface. Bad smells pervade the grounds, and 
were complained of by the neighbouring inhabitants and 
those who attend the service of the church. Very many 
cases of fever had been admitted into hospital from the neigh- 
bourhood. 

Professor Sullivan testified to the fact that a large quan- 
tity of nitrates and organic matters in the waters of a 
neighbouring well, indicated that the products of decom- 
position percolated extensively into the surrounding soil. 

Dr. Mapother, professor of hygiene, Royal College of Sur- 
geons, having heard the foregoing facts, gave it as his 
opinion that the cemetery was likely to prove injurious to 
public health, by rendering the air of the vicinity impure, and 
that if an epidemic of cholera or typhoid fever oceurred, its 
ravages would be much increased in the neighbourhoods if 
interments were still permitted. 

At the close of the evidence an order was made, and ac- 
cordingly the Dublin Gazette of March 31 contains an order 
by the Lord Lieutenant in Council, closing the St. Finn 
Barr’s burial ground against burials, at the expiration of 
three calendar months from the date of the order, March 28th, 
1865. 

Under the burial Acts, the issue of this order empowers 
the corporation to provide a public cemetery. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS, 


Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Easter Term, 1865.* 

(The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 
BrockLEsBY, GEORGE JoBson.—George Matthews Arnold, 

Gravesend ;_ D. Sturdy, 29, Bucklersbury ; Charles 
Preston, 16, Water-lane ; Robert Ley, 16, Water-lane. 
BROWN, SAMUEL.—Frederick Edwards, Rotherham. 
GrorcE, THoMAs Sampson.—Thomas George, Chippiny, 
Barnet. 
GopparD, CHARLES.—W. W. Kearsey, Stroud, Gloucester, 
Homes, CLARENCE.—Henry T. Farrar, Cranbrook, Kent. 
Lanyon, Joun Ropotpuvus.—F. H. Cock, Truro. 
Payne, Ropert SuGpEN.—Richard A. Payne, Liverpool. 
Paynter, Francis Epwarp,—Francis Paynter, Penzance ; 
T. Southgate, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 
WILKINSON, SunTEES.—F. G. Butler, Eaton, Socon. 





* For the other names, see p. 353, ante. 
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On the Last day av Euster Term, 1865. 

Appams, RicHArp Harriey.—Charles R. Lucas, 8, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

3AKER, JOHN.—Frederick H. Barr, Leeds. 

sest, WrtL1AM.—James Ralfe, Winchester. 

SLACKBURNE, GILBERT IRELAND Monracv.-—G, W. 
Nalder, Bristol ; J. R. Bramble, Bristol. 

CLARKE, CHARLES Guyon.—Henry Vallance, 20, Essex- 
street, Strand. 

Coorer, WitttAmM Davin Seymovr.—William Bush 
Cooper, 3, Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-i inn; C. H. Hodg- 
son, 3, Verulam- -buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Fox, Joun Bowun CHANDLER (articled as John Fox).— 
Joseph Phillips, Jun., Stamford, Lincoln. 

Frame, Tuomas,—W. H, Surman, 11, New-square, Lin- 
coln’s-inn. 

Ilestor, WiLttiAM.—James Arnott, Neweastle-upon-Tyne ; 
Thomas Chater, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

LANG, HickMAN.—George L. Lang, Crewkerne; C. P. 
Wood, 6, Raymond-buildings. 

McKerrver, JAMEs.—A. B. Were, Wigton. 

Murrow, Cuartes.—J. Murrow, Liverpool ; 
Liverpool. 

PostLETHWAITE, JouN.—John Postlethwaite, Whitchaven. 

Ricpy, Frank Drxon.—R. W. Lovesy, 7, New-inn, 
Strand, 

SmAue, WittiAmM.—J. T. P. Tucker, Barnstaple. 

Srame, Epmunp AncurpaALp.—Edmund Stamp, Honiton. 

STEEL, Tuomas, jun.—William J. Young, Sunderland. 

Succ, Huperr Hrenri.—Joseph Shaw, Ilkeston ; Mr. 
Jessop, Ukeston. 

TAYLEUR, CRESSWELL JouN.—Ambrose Lace, Liverpool. 

TUNSTALL, CHARLES WILLIAM.—R, G, A, Hilleary, 5, Fen- 
church-buildings, City. 

Notice for re-admission on the last day of Trinity Terin, 

1865. 
Pyke, Henry Hugh, 27, Leighton-road, Kentish-town. 
Netices of Applications to take out or renew certificates, 12th 
May, 1865. 

Brown, Walter Adam, Great Ealing, Middlesex. 

Burkinshaw, John, Southampton ; and Norwich. 

Robert Frederick, 10, Brownlow-street, 
row; Port Natal, South Africa ; 
Derby-street, Argyle-square. 

Darlington, Henry Cecil, 21, Lanark-villas, Maida-hill. 

Fearenside, John, jun., Burton, Westmoreland. 

Foggo, Francis Alexander, 1, D’Eynesford-road, 
well-green, 

Foster, Richard Betton Charles, 5, Cleveland-terrace, Hyde- 
park ; and Pulsford. 

Garwood, Clifton Ramsey, Acomb, York, 

Hemmant, John, Birmingham. 

Holmes, Whitaker, Liverpool; and 12, 
Kennington. 

Hooper, Henry Richard, Newport, Isle of Wight. 

Hutchinson, William Johnsoh, 6, Priam- pl ice, Hammer- 
smith, 

Oxley, Frederick, 60, Mungerford-road, Islington ; and 17, 
Leighton-villas, St. Pancras. 

Penny, William Hughes, we Studley-road, Stockwell, 

iritt, George Ashby, 2, Burlington-road, St. Stephen’s- 
square ; i and 10, Cleveland- gardens, Hyde-park. 

Richardson, Albert William, W ithyham, Sussex. 

Spyer, Sydney John, 1, Westbourne-terrace-road ; and 6, 
Blenheim-terrace, St. John’s Wood, 


R. C. Brown, 
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Chaneerp Cause List. 
LORD CHANCELLOR AND LORDS 
JUSTICES, 





BEFORE THE 


Jacobson vy. 


Jerman y. 


Phillips v. Ji ames : (K.- — -April 
10) 


Causes. 
C.) Baxendale v. West 
Midland Railway Co. 
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(L. G.) Baxendale v. Great 
Western Railway Co, 

(L. C.) Simpson y, South 
ene Water Works 
0. 





BEFORE THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Causes, &e. 
Nunn v. Fabian 
The India Freehold Land 


Colonization Trust and 
Agency Association (Li- 


mited) vy. Lascelles 
Conyears v. Beresford 
Leigh v. Lloyd 
Greatrex vy. Banton 
Harrison v. Collinson 
Alken v. Taylor 
Stroud v. Gwyer 
Ormerod v. Rostron 
Horsey v. Mott 
Howard y. Earl of Shrews- 
bury 
Beresford v. Conyers 
Cheesman v. Price 
Pink v, Aburrow 
Oldham y. Ashwin 
Thomas v. Chorley 
Bank of London 
geridge 
Hall vy. Winder 
Beaumont v. Cauthery 
Hood, Brt. v. Oglander, Brt. 
Dawson v. Walker 
Gill vy. Littlefair 
Goldsmid v. Tunbridge Wells 
Improved Commissioners 
Patterson v. Eyre 
Harris v. Kerschner 
Stourton v. Burrell 
Ibbott v. Burrell 
Townend v. Toker 
seauclerk v. Beauclerk 
Bliss v. Smith 
Dutton v. Ambridge 
Ambridge 
Ogle v. Stephens 
Anthony vy. Cowper 
Crowdy vy. Combe 
Faulkner y. Anderton 
tucker vy, Seymour 
Barwell vy. Barwell 
Potter v. Riddell 
Lister v. Pickford 
Richard 
Attorney-General y. 
Bolton V. Liddell 
Burgess v. Irwin 
Tomkins y. Twiss 
Walrond y. Walrond 
Clarke vy. Candler 
In re Willcock’s Estate ; 
Willcock v. Willcock. 
Collier v. McBean 


v Mug- 


Smith 


Nevinson v. Lennard 

Cottrill v. Slater 

Attwood y. Alford 

Martin v. Ridley 

Southampton, Isle of Wight, 
and ortsmouth Steam 
Boat Co. v. Pinnock 

Same v. Muntz 

Same v. Rawlins 

Curtis v. Clarke 

Butcher vy. Butcher 

Wilson v. Venables 

Watts v. Watts 

Simpkin vy. Spooner 

Scott v Izon 

Hunt v. Hunt 

Kemp vy. Nunn; Nunn vy. 
Kemp 

Potts v. Surr 

Attorney-General v. Master, 
&e., of Sydney Sussex Col- 
lege, Cambridge 

Hine v. Hodder 

Dyer vy. Dyer 

Lay v. Harrison 

Young v. Smith 

Bloxsome y. Chichester 

Bloxsome vy. Chicliester 

Cochrane vy, Willis 

Cochrane y. Willis 

Lawrence y. Austin 

Pyne v. Dermer 

Cochrane v. Hatch 

Austin vy, Tawney 

Dickinsen v. Burrell 

Chubb v, Bush 

Clarke v. Hemment 

Brittain v. Brittain 

Smith v. Parker 

Branford v. Howard 

Dickinson y. Burrell 

Anderton y, Anderton 

Carter v. Carter 

Hamilton vy. Hamilton 


In re Wright; Langstein vy. 
Wright 
Dixon ‘ yv. Barkshire 


Bayley y. Shearwood 

Haywood vy. Reese 

Dunkley y. Gilkes 

Watson vy. Mackay 

Brown v. Langton 

In re Adams ; Morrison vy. 
Cox 

Collins y. Parker 

Kidman y- Kidman 

Brandon vy, Barlow 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR 


RICHARD T, 


KINDERSLEY, 


Causes, de. 
Hartlepool Gas and Water 
Co. v. West Hartlepool 
Harbour and Railway Com- 
pany 
Grosvenor v. Smallwood 


Chamber v. Manchester and 
Milford Railway Co, 

Same v. Same 

Smart v. Hawksworth 

Earl of Eglinton vy. Lamb 

Earl of Eglinton v. Lamb 





Appeals, 

Galloway vy. Mayor, Common- 
alty, and Citizens of the 
City of London (R.— 
March 9) 

Ingle y. 
March 10) 

Alexander v Joyce, V.C. of 
the County Palatine of 
Lancaster (March 9) 


Goodwin 


.— 


(L. C.) London and South- 
Western Railway Com- 
pany v. Fitter (W.— 
March 18) 

Walford v. Gray (S.—March 


Gree my. Crockett (S.—March 
27) 
Combe v. 


Ifughes 
March 31) 


(R.— 





Fitch v. Cutts 

Smith v. Meadows 
Wilson vy. Kempe 
Maxwell v. Mackenzie 
Maxwell v. Wright 


Coxwell y. Thomas 
Low v. Routledge 
Oakden v. Pike 
Chapman y. Finch 
Painter vy. Gardner 


Bell v. Wilson Towns v. . Wentworth 
In re Taylor; Frayne v, Tay- Pole v. De la Pole 
lor Patch v. Shore 


Beecher vy. Major 


Walsh vy. Jupp 
Gataker vy, Partridge 


Taylor vy, Taylor 


<P NOP SAS TEI? 





meiesne ution 
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Byers v. Dalton 

Byers v. Dalton 

Beardsley v. Beynon 

—— General v. St. 

John’s Hospital, Bath 

Pentney v. The Lyun Paving 
Commissioners 

Norval v. Pascoe ; Thomas y. 
Pascoe 

Stockport District Water 
Works Co. v. Jowett 

Turner v. Sowdon 

Dunsany v. Dunsany 

Aylward v. Dedman 

Jones v. Higgins 

Williams v. Ruck 

Ransome vy. Burgess 

Luttman Johnson vy. Coombe 

White v. King 

Gregory v. Pilkington 

Vane v. Cockermouth, Kes- 
wick and Penrith Rail. Co. 

Scott v. Harrison 

Coventry v. Coventry 

Attorney-General v, Aust 

3elchier v. Belchier 

Painter v. Ford 

Goss v. Jones 

Wilson v, Wilson 


‘The London, Hamburgh and 
Continental Exc shange 
Bank (Limited) vy. Roche- 
fort 

Mackenzie v. Bradbury 

Vidler vy. Lansdown 

Williams v. Glenton 

North v. Lucas 

Stone v. Fisher 

Birt v. Sleeman 

Binney v. Ince Hall Coal and 
Cannel Co. 

Earl of Shrewsbury and Tal- 
bot v. North Staffordshire 

tailway Co. 

Attorney-General vy. Poynder 

Wilkin v. Snell 

Lambe y. Orton ; 
Orton 

Baylis v. Todd 

Beck v. Palmer 

Steward v. Baker 

Steer v. Abbatt 

Scott v. Key 

Farr v. Collins 

Widdowson vy. Bovill 

Goldschmidt v. Hart 

Rodney v. Manners 

Tredale vy. Varty 


Lambe v. 





BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR JOHN STUART. 


Causes, &e. 

Cooper v. Williamson 
Williamson v, Whitmore 
Tinker v. Riches 
European and American Sub. 

Telegraph Co, v. Elliot 
Same v. Same 
Rhodes v. Bate 
Malpas v. Peake 
Wright v. Mullett 
Johnson v. Plowden 
Holloway v. Webber 
Me Lellan y. St. 

Harbour Co. 
Hall v. Waterhouse 
Croft v. Graham 
King v. Brown 
Garrett v. Adams 
Ludgater v. Horley 
Haig v. Gwyther 
Welch v. Phillips 
Fowler v. Druce 
Thomas vy. Cross 
Beynon v. Morris 
Martyn v. Parnell 
Williams v. Caslon 
Jenkins vy. Parry 
Lingen v. Jones 
John y. Lloyd 
Oliver v. Hughes 
Paul v. Buggs 
Maugham vy. Larchin 
Wort Lv. Maitland 
Foster v. Oxenham 
Daniel v. Towne 
Wriford vy. Glubb 
Wriford v. Wriford 
Petheram v. Taylor 
Ireland v, Trembath 
Morgan v. Day 
Caton v. Caton 
Cann v. Marris 
Dexter v. Powell 
Brierley v. Furnival 


George’s 


.Johnstone v. Hamilton 


Lees v. Becker 

Goodwin v. Braine 

Walldon v, Giraud 

Cooke v. Lees 

Thornton v. Finch 

In re Wood ; Wood v. Bing- 
ley 


Bond vy. Bond 

Cooke vy. Temple 

Pringle v. Peacey ; Peacey v. 
Norbury 

Newton v. Hume 

Landon v, Tucker 

Williams v. Williams 

Depree v. Bedborough 

Paine v. W atkins 

Morres v. Llanelly Railway 
and Dock Co, 

Walker v. Pemberton 

Hallett v. Buck 

Peter v. Jones 

Steele v. Whitehouse 

Bellis v. Jones 

Kendall v, Grainger 

Heaton v. Cross 

Bond v. Watson 

Hodgkinson v. Bunting 

Price v. Peppercorn 

Taylor v. Padwick 

Heard v. Burton 

Ross v. Dean 

Godfrey v. Consols Insurance 
Association 

Piper v. Piper 

In_ re Simpson's 
Langley v. Simpson 

Brodie. v. Hall 

Long v. Kent 

Hitchins v. White 

Appleton v. Austin 

Matthews v. Edwards 

Waters v. Wells 

Merryweather v. Jones 

Soady v. Turnbull 

Collins v. Wheeler 

Taylor v. Hales 

Taylor v. Walker 

Dean v. Greenwood 

Berrow v. Berrow 

Calton v. Liddell 

Harding y. British Nation 
Life Assurance Association 

Atkinson v. Robinson 

Humfrey v, Roberts 

Leggett v. Warren 

Champion v. Dyer 

Davies v. Roberts 

Currie vy. Larkins 

Baillie v. MeKewan 


Estate; 





White v. Fowler 

Hawkes v. Greenhalf 

Frost v. Ward 

Brown y. Baskcombe; 
v. Weller 

Gregory v. Soames 

Smith v. Edwards 

Martin v. London, Chatham, 
and Dover, Railway Co. 

Best v. Fraser 

Tweedie v. Phelps 

Green v. Green 

Skelton v. Arnold 

Skelton vy. Arnold 


Brown 


Maile v. Looker 
Howells vy. Wilson 
Torry v. Torry 
Baker vy. Ruse 
Elmer y. Ferguson 
Groom vy. Caldcleugh 
Cadbury v. Cadbury 
Williams v. Hall 
Harries v. Rees 
Booth v. Swale 
Snewin v. Snewin 
Graham v. Morris 
Gibson v. Dawson 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR WILLIAM PAGE 
WOOD. 


Causes, de. 
De Martana vy. De Martana 
Mostyn v. Mostyn 
Treacy v. Dolman 
Wickham v. Wing 
Proud v. Bates 
Jetierys v. Dickson 
Robson v. Wilson 
Bidwell v. Wright 
Clarke v. Green 
Finch v. Burden 
Tucker v. Burrow 
Harper v. Roberts 
Hinde v. Skelton 
Peacock v. Laneuville 
Pepper v. Green 
Robson v. The Northern Rail- 
way of Buenos Ayres Co., 
Limited 
Wedderburne v. 
Hooper v. Gunn 
McLellan v. Gunn 
Winearls v. Westby 
Beard v. Turner 
Savin v. The Oswestry and 
Newtown Railway Co. 
Searby v. The Tottenham and 
Hampstead Junction Rail- 
way Co, 
Cox v. Emery 
Gray v. Price 
Harrison v. Taylor 
Dilley v. Matthews 
Dean v. Handley 
Morton v. Elliott 
Rabbetts v. Woodward 
Tate vy. Williamson 
Davenport v. Goldberg 
Davis v. Shepherd 
Christmas v. Chalcraft 
Massey v. Massey 
Richards v. Richards 
sidder v. MacRae 
3arker v. Venables 
Francis v. Watson 
Broadwood v. Merewether 
Smith v. Tompson 
Woods v. Pelegrin 
Taylor vy. Cann 
Adams v. Waller 
Calvert vy. Armitage 
Attorney-General v. Mayor, 
&e. of Kingston-on-Thames 
Evans v. Pollard 
Daniell v. Helder 
Pavey v. Pavey 
Windham v. Cooper 
Blow v. Kilby 
Lord Portman v. Gretton 
Ludlam v. Ludlam 
Bailey v. Andrew 
Wilmott v. Flewitt 
Penny v. Penny 
Simpson y. Butler 
Briant v. Williams 
Valintin v, Collison 


Thomas 


Owen v. Davies 
Jebbington v. Bebbington 
Thomas v. London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Co. 
Collins y. Catley 
Clarke v. Clark 
Lushington v. Lushington 
Mitchison v. Buckton 
Ashworth v. Hooper 
Barrs v. Fewkes 
Jackson v. Oglander, Bart. 
Woods vy. Sowerby 
Budge v. Gummow 
Williams v. Osborne 
Pavey v. Pavey 
Doswell v. Reece 
Ford v. Tynte and 5 other 
causes 
Wood v. Foley 
Duke of Portland y. Hill 
Wyld v. Parker 
Heath v. Wallington 
Field v. Wallington 
Williams v. Williams 
Louthean v. Cater 
Wight v. Robinson 
Renard vy. Levinstein 
Watson v. Holmes 
Boyd vy. Boyd 
Greenhalgh v. Rumney 
Blackett v. Bates 
Jailey v. Bailey 
Hayden v. Kirkpatrick 
Champain v. Coghlan 
Mansfield v. Green 
Powell v. Philips 
Adams vy. Dudley and West 
Bromwich Banking Co. 
Carter v. Beenham 
Bateman v. Boynton, Bart. 
Waite v. Morland 
Williams v. Williams 
Baker v. Parke 
Lambert v. Adams 
Cusack v. Henry 
Pinchard v. Wilson 
Edington v. Sloper 
Dykes v. Dykes 
Croft v. Croft 
Cropton vy. Corner 
Carr v. Levingston 
Guest v. Milnes 
Southern v. Harriman 
Horsfield v. Ashton 
Sack v. Hale 
The Hafodwryd Slate and Slab 
Co. (Limited) v. Fletcher 
Brace v. Brace 
Molesworth v. Brown 
Harding v. Archer 
The Wycombe Railway Co. 
vy. Donnington Hospital 
Stokes v. City Offices Co, 
(Limited) 
Wood v. Harland 
Banks y. Gibson 
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sottomley v. Drake 
Hewett v. Agar 
Fisher vy. Phelps 


Fisher v. Dingley 
Craven vy. Craddock 
Startin vy. Peckover 





EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
SITTINGS IN Error. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and Appeals :— 
QUEEN’s BENCH. 


BRI i s:055 555 casas cae May 12 | Monday...... ssoeeveonece CBY LO 
Saturday ..... seepaibass +5 oe 
ComMoNn PLEAs. 
Tuesday .......... sxpebuvastnoentasovebabesecs ase dinnte Ses sucess Ry 20 
EXcHEQUER. 
Wednesday............ May 17 | Thursday............... May 18 





A Scexr ar CuArieston.—The negroes of Charleston 
having obtained permission of the authorities to celebrate 
their deliverance from slavery by the advance of General 
Sherman’s army, observed Tuesday, March 21, asa day of 
rejoicing. The designated place for assembling was at the 
Citadel-square, and at 12 o’clock, not only the space within 
the inclosure, but the streets on either side were crowded 
with men, women, and children, all preparing to form them- 
selves into a procession. At 2 o’clock the number of people 
thus assembled reached 4,000, and shortly after that hour 
the coloured marshals took their position in the line, and 
everything was ready for the start. First in the procession 
came the two coloured marshals on horseback, ol 9 wearing 
badges and rosettes of red, white, and blue. Then the black 
clergymen of the different churches, carrying open Bibles; 
then an open car, drawn by four white horses, and tastefully 
adorned with national flags. In this car there were fifteen 
coloured girls dressed in white—to represent the fifteen 
recent Slave States. Each of them hada bouquet to present 
to General Saxton after the speech which he was expected to 
deliver. A long procession of women followed the car. 
Then followed the children of the public schools, or part of 
them ; and there were 1,800 in line at least. They sang 
during the entire length of the march :— 

John Brown’s body lies a moulding in the grave, 
His soul is marching on 
Glory! Glory! Glory! Hallelujah ! 

Throughout the march they observed good order, and showed 
by their joyful countenances that they thoroughly appreciated 
the improved change which has been worked out for them. 
They only ceased to sing in order that they might cheer Gen. 
Saxton, Col. Woodford, various groups of Union officers or 
sailors, or one or two Northern men whom they recognised 
as their friends. Gen. Saxton and lady were in a carriage at 
one street where the procession passed, and Col. Woodford 
and lady at another ; and one continuous cheer greeted them 
mingled with’cheers for an officer whom they supposed to be 
Gen. Hatch. The coloured people know all these officers as 
their friends. Gen. Saxton is their favourite everywhere in 
the Department, and they have all learned that Gen. Hatch 
and Col. Woodford gave them equal rights in the public 
schools—an advantage which they prize next to freedom. 
They were followed by an organization of about 50 butchers, 
who carried their knives at their sides, and in front of them 
displayed a good-sized porker. Next in order came the 
twenty-first Regiment United States Coloured troops, Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Bennett commanding, preceded by a band. 
The regiment turned out in nearly full force, and presented 
a very fine appearance. The tailors, carrying shears as the 
emblem of their trade, and the coopers, with hoops in their 
hands, turned out in large force. After them came the fire- 
men, there being no less than ten organizations represented 
in the line, They were dressed in red shirts, with belts 
around their waists, and made an attractive feature in the 
procession. The varions trade associations, including 
painters, blacksmiths, carpenters, wheelwrights, barbers, 
and others, all came in regular order. 

The most original feature of the procession was a large cart, 
drawn by two dilapidated horses with the worst harness that 
could be got to hold out, which followed the trades, On 
this cart there was an auctioneer’s block, and a black man, 
with a bell, represented a negro trader, a red flag waving 
over his head ; recalling the days so near and yet so far off, 
when human beings were made merchandise of in South 
Carolina. This man had himself been bought and sold 


several times ; and two women and a child who sat cn the | 





block had also been knocked down at public auction in 
Charleston. As the cart moved along, the mock-auctioneer 
rang his bell and cried out: ‘‘How much am I offered for 
this good cook?” ‘She is an ’xlent cook, ge’men.” ‘She 
can make four kinds of mock-turtle soup—from beef, fish, 
or fowls.” ‘‘ Who bids?” ‘‘200’s bid.” ‘Two hundred?” 
*©200’s bid.”  **250,” **800,” 350,” ** 400,” ‘* 450.” 
‘Who bids?” ‘Who bids 500?” And so he went ont 
imitating in sport the infernal traffic of which many of the 
spectators had been the living victims. Behind the auction 
car sixty men marched, tied toa rope—in imitation of the 
gangs who used often to be led through these streets on their 
way from Virginia to the sugar-fields of Louisiana. All of 
these men had been sold in the old times. 

Then came the hearse—a comic feature, which attracted 

eat attention, and was received with shouts of laughter. 

here was written on it with chalk: 

‘* Slavery is dead.” 

‘* Who owns him ?” 

‘*No one.” 

‘‘Sumter dug his grave on the 13th April, 1861.” 

Behind the hearse fifty women marched, dressed in black, 
but with joy in their faces. 

Various societies were represented. The procession was 
more than two miles and a-half in length, and officers sail 
that it marched in better military style than the great 
procession on the 6th of March in New York. There was 
no drunkenness, no riotous disposition, no insolent airs, no 
rudeness. 

The banners bore among other mottoes these sentences:— 
‘Our past the Block, our future the School ;” ‘‘We are 
filling the last ditch ;” ‘‘ Our Reply to Slavery—Coloured 
Volunteers ;” ‘‘Free Homes, Free Schools, One Country 
and One Flag ;” ‘‘Bunker’s Hill and Fort Sumter, both 
Shelter the Freedmen ;” ‘‘ Freedom with Poverty, rather 
than Slavery with Luxury.” 

The great procession took one hour and twenty minutes to 
pass any point. On its return to the citadel, where a stand 
was prepared for General Saxton, and the other speakers, 
there were at least 10,000 persons assembled. There were 
4,200 men in the procession by count, exclusive of the mili- 
tary, the women, and the children. 

A shower of rain, which began to fall as the procession 
arrived at the citadel, rendered it expedient to postpone « 
speech. 

Rev. Mr. French led in singing a doxology, and the great 
assembly dispersed in an orderly manner after enthusiastic 
and prolonged cheers for General Saxton, the Yankees, the 
Star Spangled Banner, and a final tumultuous and long-con- 
tinued three times three for Abraham Lincoln. 

Charleston never before witnessed such a spectacle. Of 
course, the innovation was by no means pleasant to the oli 
residents, but for the most part they kept their thoughts 
to themselves. The only expressions of dislike heard pro- 
ceeded from a knot of young white ladies standing on a 
baleony, who declared the whole affair to be ‘‘shameful,” 
‘*disgraceful.”—Daily News. 

Mr. Justice Smit, on taking his seat yesterday in the 
Court of Common Pleas, was sworn in in the usual form, 
Master Parke administering the oaths. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDHALL HOTEL. % 
By Messrs. Wartters & Lovesoy. 
Leasehold, 2 shops and premises, being Nos. 1 and 2, High-strect, 
Islington, together with the goodwill of a confectioner’s business ; 
term 84 years from 1852; ground-rent £65 per annum—Sold for 


£2,100. — 
AT GARRAWAY’S. 
April 6.—By Mr. Rongrt Rarp. 

Leasehold, 4 residences, being Nos. 8 to 11, Gloucester-place, Dorset- 
square ; term, 553 years unexpired; ground-rent, £65 per annum 
—Sold for £2,850. 

Leasehold a and premises, being Nos. 12, 13, 3, and 4, Hunts- 
worth-mews North, Regent’s-park; term similar to above; 
ground-rent, £31 17s, 10d.—Sold for £460. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 10, Tavistock-square; estimated 
annual value, £120 per annum ; term, 32 years unexpired; ground- 
rent, £38 per annum—Sold for £600. 

April 7.—By Messrs. Rusawort#, Jarvis, & ABBOTT. 

Leasehold house, being No.1. Brewers-court, Bedfordbury, producing 
£37 14s. per annum ; term, 740 years unexpired ; ground rent £5 per 
annum ,—Sold for 

April 12.—By Messrs. Norton & Trist. 

Ninety £10 shares in the Bedford Hotel Company (Limited), Brighton 

—Sold from £4 5s, to £5 per share. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
ay Ph g April 13, at Gloucester, the wife of H. Bull, Esq., Solicitor, 


ofa 

SWARBRECK—On April 16, at Thirsk, the wife of C, Swarbreck, 
Moe =a ofa son. 

TAYLOR—On April 9, at Windermere, the wife of J. H. Taylor, Esq., 


Solicitor, of a son, 
MARRIAGES. 

BAMFORD—TOMLINSON—On April 18, at the parish church, Chel- 
tenham, John Bamford, of Ashborne, Derbyshire, Solicitor, to Fanny 
Tomlinson, of Cheltenham. 

GULLY—SELBY—On April 15, at St. Saviour’s, Paddington, W. C, 
= , Esq., Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Elizabeth A. W., 

mater of T. Selby, Esq., Westbourne-square. 

sr00 ER—SEALY—On March 23, at Borbadoes, J. C. Spooner, Esq., 

Mary J., daughter of J. Sealy, Esq., Attorney-General of the 
Ieland of Barbadoes. 

WALKER—GRIFFITH—On April 18, at Llanfechan, near Oswestry, 
C, Walker, Esq., M. A., Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge, andof 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at- “Law, to Mary E., daughter of the late 
T. M. M. Griffith, Esq., of Shropshire. 

DEATHS, 

BENTLEY—On April 12, at Torquay, Henry, son of the late M. Bent- 
ley, Esq., Barrister-at- ‘Law, of the Benchers of the Middle Temple. 

— April 17, the Hon. L, Kenyon, son of Lord Kenyon, 


ged 30 
MORGAN-—On March 16, at British Guiana, S. E., wife of Rev. C. 
Morgan, daughter of E. R. G. Robertson, Eady Barrister-at- Law. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


UW inding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Frrpay, April 14, 1865, 
LimiTep In CHANCERY. 


East Cambrian Gold Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing-up, presented March 31, directed to be heard before the Master 
of the Rolls, April 22, Pulbrook, Threadneedle-street. 


UNuIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Isle of Wight Ferry Company.—Vice-Chancellor Wood has fixed the 
24th of April, at 1, at his chambers, New-square, as the time and 
place for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Tvusgspay, April 18, 1865. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

General Rolling Stock ‘Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 1, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Chatteris, ‘Ol, Law- 
rence-lane. Thursday, June 15 at 1.30, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating pr the debts and claims. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, April 14, 1865. 
Owen, Wm, Machynlleth, Montgomery, Surgeon. May 4. Marpole v 
Owen, V. C. Wood, 
Steamship Regina. May 24. Hedley v London Steam Navigation Co, 
V.C. Wood. 


Row, Thomas fee Scotforth, nr Lancaster, Yeoman. May 6. Row 


v Row, V.C. V 
Tuespay, April 18, 1865. 
Butterworth, Geo, Derby, Hosier. May 12. Abell v Marriott, V. C. 
Kindersley. 
Ji gy a Gillygate, York, Gent. May 13. Holtby vo Farker, 
Murless, Philip Rodber, Gt James-st, Bedford-row, Solicitor. May 8. 
Cox v Murless, V. C. Kindersle:, 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, April 14, 1865, 
Ainsley, Wm, Darlington, Durham, Joiner. June 1. Booth, Pe. 
Biumer, Geo, South Shields, Durham, Gent. July]. W.E.& H.T. 
Duncan, Basinghall st. 
Brown, Jane, South Shields, Durham, Widow. July 1, W.E, & H. T. 
Duncan, Basinghall-st. 
Cook, John Geo, Buntingford, Hertford, Plumber. May 31. Jenkin- 
son, Fenchurch-st. 
Cull, Thos, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Builder. May 16. Bubb & Co, 
Cheltenham. 
Dennison, John, Woolton Hill, Little Woolton, nr Lpool, Gent. June 
12. Ellis & Field, Lpool. 
Gibson, John, Wrawby, Lincoln, Yeoman. June 5. Bird, Brigg. 
Hill, Fras Tarratt, Spitalfields Market, Fruit Salesman. June 10. 
Tayler, Gt St Helens. 
Hilton, Chas Augustus, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Gent. May 17. 
Holmes & Son, Bocking, nr Braintree. 
Hodgson, Hannah, Sun erland, Durham, Widow. July1!1. W.E. & 
H. T. Duncan, Basinghall-st. 
—-. Wn, Monks Risborough, Buckingham, Carpenter. May 8. 
James & Horwood, Aylesbury. 
Hubbard, John, High- -st, Shadwell, Wood Hoop Merchant. May 29. 
Lewis & Watson, Pudding-lane. 
Jolly, Thos, South Shields, Grocer. July 1. W. E. & H.T. Duncan, 
Basinghall-st. 
Kay, Wm, Hill-st, Berkeley-sq. May 20. J. & W. Galsworthy, Old 
Jewry-chambers. 
Mackay. Robt, South Shields, Durham, Wine and Spirit Dealer. July 
1, W.E.& H. T. Duncan, Basinghall-st. 
Marshall, John, Cotgrave, Nottingham, Gent. Jnne 21. Shilton, 
Nottingham, 





a — Proctor, Howdon, Northumberland, River Pilot. July 
W. E. & H. T. Duncan, Basinghall-st. 
seinen. John, Weston Turville, Bucks, Farmer. April 30, James & 
Horwood, Aylesbury. 
Pizey, Rev "Edwd, Peckham-rd, Peckham. July 1, W. E. & H.T, 
Duncan, Basinghall-st. 
Roff, a poe ai the-Wold, Gloucester, Yeoman. May 3l. Ken- 
1 & Son, Burton-on-the- Wat er. 
— Septimus Ward, Lpool, Gent. June 12, Ellis & Field 
poo: 
— a Withyham, Sussex, Widow. May 24. Cripps, Tun- 
ridge W 
Wiley, Jas, Alnwick, Northumberland, Brewer, July 1. W. E. & H. 
T. Duncan, Basinghall- st. 
= , Rebecca, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Spinster. June l. Ling- 


, Cheltenham. 
Tvuespay, April 18, 1865. 

Blanchard, Jennet, Scarborough, York, Widow. May 15. Cornwall, 
Scarborough. 

eee A Ann, Bramham, York, Spinster. July 14. Seymours 

Blyth, 

Davis, Thos, Reg nt-st, Tailor. May 15. Mackeson & Goldring, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Eckersall, Fredk Stirling, Mentone, France, Esq. June 15. Symonds, 
Hereford. 

Hilton, Chas Augustus, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Gent. May 17. 
Holmes & Son. 

Holroyd, Edwd, Blackburn, Lancaster, Sizer. July 12. Handsley & 
Tattersall, Burnley. 

Hulle Mary Ann, Chureh- -st, Hackney, Spinster. June 14. Ruther- 

ford & So Son, Gracechurch-st. 

Rickards, Maria, Ripple, Worcester, Widow. Aug 1. Gregory, Upton- 
upon-Severn. 

Wood, John, Orsdall, Nottingham, Comm Agent. June 5, Shack- 
lock, Carlton-upon-Trent. ' 

Wright, Benj, Manch, Gent. Junel. Leigh, Manchester, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Frivay, April 14, 1865. 

Gibson, John Boydell, New Coventry-st, ~ meadaes Saddler. March 
15. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-cham 

Morris, Zalic Mordecai, & Chas Holland, Por tland-st, Picklers. March 
29. ‘Sydney & Son, Finsbury-circus. 

Perrott, Wm, & John Sutton, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Tailors. March 22. 
Kearsey. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, April 14, 1865. 
Adains, Chas Fredk, & bed Gen, Cloth Fair, Printers, March 30. In 


spectorship. Reg Apr 
—_—- Robert Eee Forest Hill, Kent, Gent. April8. Comp. Reg 
ril 1 


April 11. 
Allen, Joseph, Derby, Grocer. March 28. Cony. Reg April ll. 
—_* m, Lpool, Merchant. March 23. Inspectorship. Reg 
April 13. ’ 
Armstrong, John, Manch, Tailor. March 22. Comp. Reg April 13. 
est Wm, Halifax, York, Woolstapler. March 15. Cony. Reg 
Aprill 
Diglestone, Jas, St Martin, Hereford, Farmer. March 15. Conv. Reg 


pril 
Blackwell, John Thompson, Leicester, Auctioneer. April 3. Conv. 


Reg April 2. : 
Broomhall, Jas, Worcester, File Cutter. April 3. Comp. Reg 
April 13 


Brown, Wm, & Edwd Philip a. Northgate, Halifax, Linen Drapers. 
March 14. Asst. Reg April | 

Catlow, Isaac, aoe ‘Lancaster, Hard Waste Spinner. March 16, 
Conv. Reg April 

Chatterton, David Bannister Tranmere, Chester, Builder. March 16, 
Asst. Reg April | 

Clegg, W = Ottrin, ham- in-Holderness, York, Innkeeper. March 17. 
Cony. Reg April! 

—_ Joseph, Bhyhall, Huddersfield, York, Brewer. March 13. Comp, 


Reg April 10. 

Coad, Robert, * sa End, Linen Collar Manufacturer. March 27, Comp. 
Reg April 

Coles, Wm, i jun, Louth, Lincoln, Builder, March 15. Conv. Reg 


April 12. 
— Edwd, Mincing-lane, Merchant. March 16. Conv. Reg 


April 1 

Dalton, Thos, Regent-st, Dressing Case Maker. April4. Comp. Reg 
April 

Daalinood Alfred, Walworth, Grocer. March 21, Comp. Reg 


ril 7. ; 
pian Joseph, Spilsby, Lincoln, Grocer. March 23. Asst. Reg April 


Dodd, Edwd Sumner, Chipping Norton, Oxford, Pawnbroker. March 
22, Conv. Reg April 12. 

Edwards, Edmund, Seymour- chambers, Adelphi, Civil Engineer. 
April 10. Arrt. Reg April 12. 

Fowler, eae Uxbridge, Middlx, Grocer. March 17. Cony. Reg 
Apri 

Prosar, i Roderick, Tredegar __ Works, Monmouthshire, Draper. 
March 27. Comp. Reg April 12. ’ 

Gould, aa Birm, Private Hotel “Keeper. March 14. Comp. Reg 


April 

Hanisloat, Saml, mang st, Whitechapel, General Dealer. April 
12. Comp. Reg April 13 : 

Hardy, Wm Edwd, Curtain- ‘rd, Shoreditch, Furniture Dealer. April 
10. Comp. Reg April 11. 

Heilborn, Wm Ferdinand, & Bernhard Jacoby, Leeds, York, Mer- 
chants. March 16. Inspectorship. Reg April 13. 

— Thos, Lpool, Rice Merchants. March 25. Comp. Reg 


rl 
paee Wm, Bradford-on-Avon, Wilts, Grocer, March 15, Conv 
Reg April ll. 
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Hubbell, Theodore in Alder: sensei Menntaetuer of Crinolines. | 
April 6. Comp. Reg April 13. 

Hughes, er ed Benj, Bath, Superintendent of Police. March 28, 
Cony. Reg April 13. 

James, ae Pontypool, Monmouth, Clothier. March 28. Comp. 
Reg April 13 

Jones, Thos iia, Golden-lane, St Luke’s, Box Maker. April 10. 

Arrt. Reg April | 
Jones, wm psa Birm, Trunk Maker. 





March 28. Comp. Reg 


pril 12. 

Jones, Wm Wall, Wheathall, Condover, Salop, Farmer. March 18, 
Asst. Reg April 13. 

Kilburn, Geo, Dewsbury, York, Rag Merchant. April 11. 
Reg April 13. 

Leadbeater, Hy, Carchaetn. East Retford, Nottingham, Glover. March 
24, Comp. Reg April! 

Lightfoot, _ St Helen’ “ “Lancaster, Chemist. March 28, Conv. 
Reg April 

Martin, Hy, Birkenhead, Leather Seller, April 3. Comp. Reg April 


13. 
Mellor, Sam], Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. March 18. 
Conv. Reg April 13. 
Mitchell, Timothy, & Hy Lever, Halifax, Woollen Manufacturers, 
March 31. Cony. Reg April 11. 
Monk, Fredk, Hanover.street, Pimlico, out of business. March 28, 
Comp. Reg April 13. 
Murgatroyd, Gershorn, Binley, York, Stuff Manufacturer. March 27, 
Comp. Reg April 13. 
Murtagh, Jas, Birm, Provision Dealer. March 17. Asst. Reg April 12 
ae b Wn, Pontypool, Monmouth, Draper. March 28. Conv. Reg 
pri 
Pratt, Geo, Portsea, Hants, Baker. March 15. Comp. Reg April 12. 
Reed, ye John, Chrisp-st, Poplar, Gasfitter. March 14. Asst. Reg 
pri 
Saniter, Hermann Lebrecht, & Heinrich Gabriel Ludwig, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Ship Brokers. March 17. Conv. Reg April 12. 
Smith, Fredk, Easthampstead, Berks, Sheep Salesman. Feb 24, 
Asst. Reg “april 13. 
—_ Hy, Ely, Cambridge, Innkeeper, March 15, Asst. Reg 
pril 11. 
Smith, Thos, Norwich, Builder. March 20. Conv. Reg April 13. 
Southern, Jas Wilson, Manch, Packing-case Maker. March 21, 


Comp. 


Comp. Reg April | 

Stevens, Geo Hy, Pat Smithfield, Soap Manufacturer. April 8. 
Comp. Reg April 11 

Thomas, Saml, Deptford, Kent, Ironmonger. March 29, Comp. 


Reg April 13. 
Storland, _ Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. April 7. Conv. 
Reg April 1 2. 


ae A = ann, Birkenhead, Chester, Gent. March 14. Comp. 
ril ll. 
wala’ — Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. April 8. Conv. 


Waller hos, Upper-st, Islington, Milliner. March 14. Conv. Reg 
pri 
Walker, Richd, & John Walker, pia, York, Woollen Manufacturers. 
arch 21. Comp. Reg April 13. 
Ward, Thos, Hanging areal Dewsbury, York, Farmer. March 31. 
Conv, Reg April t 
Warr, Benj, Steeple cote, nr Winslow, Bucks, Farmer. March 25. 
Comp. Reg April 13. 
— John, Southampton, Printer, April 6. Arr. Reg April 
Watis, Alfred, Deptford, Draper. April3. Comp. Reg April 11. 
Weatherley, Chas Joseph, Cheapside, Hosier. March 20. Comp, 
Reg April 13. 
Weber, Victor Ferdinand, and Ormus paene, Philpot- lane, Mor- 
chants. March 14. Conv. Reg April 
Webb, an Hy, Birkenhead, Chester, ahi Aprill0. Comp. Reg 
ri 
ba aig tony Edwd, 5 feleemee, Derby, Licensed Victualler, April 5. 
Conv eg A 
Wilson, Jas, Geatchashem, York, Linen Draper. March 20. Conv. 
Reg April 13. 
— pe aun, York, Linen Yarn Bleacher. March 28. Asst. 
te pri 
bes ett John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Builder. March 16. Conv. Reg 
pri 


worsnop, John, Bradford, York, Cowkeceper. March 3l. Asst. Reg 
pril It. 
Wright, Wm, and Sarah wie Macclesfield, Chester, Publicans. 


April l. Comp. Reg April 12 

Young, Jas, Upper Freeling-st, Caledonian-rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Aprilll, Asst. Reg April 13. 

Tvespay, April 18, 1865. 

Branson, Thos Palmer, New Whittington, Derby, Grocer. April 4, 
Conv. Reg April 15 

Curtis, Wm, Bull’s Head-passage, Boot Maker. April 12, 
Reg April 15. 

Frayling, Geo ‘Augustus, Calne, Wilts, Butcher. March 25. 
Reg April 15. 

Fryer, Wm, Birm, Plumber. March 20. Comp. Reg April 15. 

eye ——- Bradford, York, Woolstapler. March 28. Cony. 

eg Apri 

Haines, Kifred, 0 siecle Stafford, Boot Maker. March 20. 
Comp. Reg April 1 

Johnson, Thos, ocean: Engineer. March 22. Conv, Reg April 15. 

Leale, Andw Stephen, Litchfield-st, Soho-sq, Copper Smith. April 


Comp. 


Cony. 


10. Comp. Reg April (2. 

Parkinson, John, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Innkeeper. March 20. 
Conv. Reg April 15, 

—— P ae Cardiff, Glamorgan, Tailor. March 22. Conv. Reg 
pri 

Pickles, John, Dewsbury, York, Manufacturer. March 23. Cony. 


Reg April 15. 
Pilley, Joseph Grimshaw, Calverley, York, Cloth Manufacturer, 
March 18, Comp, Reg April 15. 








Rapp, David, Norton, York, Butcher. March 22. Asst. Reg April 15. 
Ratoliffe, Jas, Boreham, Sussex, Gent. March 21, Comp. Reg 
pril 

Reed, Nicholas White, and Robt Reed, Newcastle- apres, Con- 
tractors for Works. “April 7. Conv, Reg April 1 

Roberts, Henry, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Merchant's Clerk. 
April 10. Comp. Reg April 15, 

Sutton, Rich, Birm, Grocer. March 21, Asst. Reg April 15. 

Taylor, Jacob, Oldham, Lancaster, Machinist. March 24. 


Reg April 15. 
Bankrupts. 
Frrpay, April 14, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 
Jas, William-st, Hampstead-rd, out of business. Pet April 
ray ee 26at 1. Braddon, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 
Mision Wm, Winterton-ter, Chelsea, Hair Dresser. Pet April 11. 
April 25 at 2, Hanowell, Barge-yard, Bucklersbury. 
Atkinson, Jas Wm, Paul-st, Finsbury, out of business. Pet April 10, 
May 2at1l. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Blain, Jas Hamilton Smyth, Old Kent-rd, Rope and Canvas Agent. 
Pet April 10. fo 26 at 12. Moss, Gracechurch-st, 
Bowden, Jas Knight, Lamb-pl, Kingsland-rd, Tailor. Pet April 10. 
May 3 at 3. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Bransgrove, Edwd, W: alton- st, Brompton, Working Gasfitter. Pet 
March 18. April 25 at 2. Bramwell, Basinghall-st. 
Brown, Catherine, Claremont-pl, Brixton-rd, out of business. Pet 
April 11. April 26at12, Hall, Staple-inn 
Ciogel, Raphael, Strand, Marble Merchant. Pet April ll. May 10 at 
12, Anderson & Stanford, Gt James-st. 
Harding, John, Cambridge-ter, Hammersmith, Teacher of Music, 
Pet April 10. April 26 at 11. McMillin, Bloomsbury-sq 
Hope, Wm, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford, Engineer. Pet Aeril 10. May 
10 at 11. Courtenay & Co, Gracechurch-st. 
Hunt, Geo, Prisoner for Debt. Pet April 11 (for pau). May 10 at 12. 
Bramwell, Basinghall-street. 
Hurry, Wm Lock, Kingston-on-Thames, House Decorator. Pet April 
13, May 2atl. Wells, Moorgate-street. 
James, Thos, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Attorney-at-Law. Pet April 12. 
May 2at 12. Brook, Strand. 
Johnson, Edwd Davey, Kentish Town, Solicitor. Pet Aprilll. April 
26 at 12. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers 
Jones, Robt, Blackfriars, Agent and Publisher. Pet April 12. May 2 


at 12. Howell, Cheapside, 
a — ,jun, out of business. Pet April 12. May 10 at 1. Looker, 
x fo: 
Knight, Jonathan, Harrow-rd, Whitesmith, Pet April8. May 3 at 3. 
Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 
Lay, an a Oxford, Baker. Pet April 12, April 26 at 1. Looker, 


Asst. 


xford, 

Loke, Alfred, Leigton Buzzard, out of business. Pet April 13. 
2at1. Sole & Co, Foc agp ecwneres 

Miiller, Francis Joseph, Queenhithe, Importer of Fancy Goods, Pet 
April 10. May2atll. Martin, Cannon-st. 

Preston, Wm Hy, Lower-marsh, Lambeth, Draper. Pet April 10. 
April 26 at 11. Stacpoole, Old Broad-st. 

Saunders, Jas Hy, Upper Norwood, Confectioner. Pet April 10. May 
10 at1l. Lay, Poultry. 

Studd, Alfred, Westboure-park-villas, Hyde-park. Pet April 12. May 
10at1. Venn, Strand, F 

Tayler, Hy, Smithfield, Shipping Grocer. Pet April 10. April 26 at 
12. Deake, Walbrook. 

Watkins, Eliz, Norton ‘Folgate, Millinor. Pet April 12, May 10 at 
12. Ashurst, Old Jewry. 

Weatherley, Chas, Kensington, Draper. Pet April 12, April 26 at 1. 
Moss, Moorgate-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Aspinall, Moses, Middleton, Lancaster, Auetioneer. Pet April 11. 
Manch, May 4at 12. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch, . ; 

Baber, Albert Alex, Bristol, Grocer. Pet April 11, Bristol, April 28 
at 12. Shipton. 

Bailey, Joseph, Burslem, Stafford, Joiner. Pet April 12, Hanloy, 
May 20 at 11. Sutton, Burslem, 

Bennett, Arthur, Hanley a Stafford. Pet April 12, Hanley, May 20 at 
11. Adderley, Longto: 

Bortoft, John, Manch, Butcher. Pet April 11. 
9.30. Law, Manch. 
Brodie, Hugh, Manch, Manufacturer. Pet April 10. 
at ll. Higson & Robinson, Manch. 
Cook, Geo, Crondall, Hants, Plumber. 
21at3. White, Guildford. 

Crook, Ambrose, Burnley, Lancaster, Boot Dealer. 
Burnley, April 27 at 10, ig Burnley. 

Dobbin, Wm, Rame, Cornwall, Clerk in H.M.’s Paymaster-General’s 
Office. Pet April 11. Exeter, May 3 at 12.30. Hartnoll, Exc- 


ter. 

Edwards, Lewis, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Milkman. Pet March 29. 
Aberystwith, April 28 at 11, Vaughan. : 

Fletcher, Jas, Lpool, Lamp Manufacturer. Pet April 12. Lpool, 
April 27 at 11. Best, Lpool. 

Fletcher, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, & Hiram Fletcher, Askover, 
Derby, Coal Dealers, Pet March 30, April 28 at 12, Smith & 
Burdekin, Sheffield. 

Freeman, Jas, Brimfield, Hereford, Agricultural Labourer. Pet April 
10. Tenbury, April 27 at 12. Walker, Wolverhampton. 

a i al Hy, Sussex, Builder. Pet April 10, Cuckfield, April 26 at 
11.30. Lamb, Brighton 

Gerson, Wolfe, Manch, Jeweller, Pet April 10, Salford, April 29 at 
9.30. Gardner, Manc! 

Griffiths, Francis, Birm, “Salesman. Pet March 24. Birm, May 1 at 
10. Clarke, Birm. 

Hall, Wm, Gloucester, Milkman, Pet April 10, Gloucester, April 24 


at 12. Taynton, Gloucester. 
om, ees, Birm, Fire Iron Maker. Adj March 22, Warwick, May 


May 


Manch, April 26 at 
Manch, May 3 
Pet April8. Farnham, April 
Pet April 10, 


Hick, Win HY. York, Innkeeper, Pet Aprilll. York, April 27 at 11. 
Young, York. 
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Higginson, Saml, Rhosddu, Wrexham,Comm Agent. Pet April 13, 
Wrexham, April 27 at 10.30. Sherratt, Wrexham. 

Hodgkinson, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj March 21. 
Nottingham, May 31 at ll. Patchill, Nottingham. 

Hunter, Watson, Middlesborough, York, Tailor. Pet April 12. Stock- 
ton-on-Tees, April 26 at 3. Dobson, Middlesborough. 

Jones, Evan, Lledrod Upper, Cardigan, Draper. Pet March 29, Aberys- 
with, April 28 at 11. Vaughan. 

Jones, Moses, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Paper Hanger. Pet April 10. 
Lpool, April 25 at 12, Goldrick, Lpool. 

Jones, Richd, Stafford, Boot Maker. Pet April 10, Market Drayton, 
May latll. Pearson, Market Drayton. 

Knight, Richd, East Dean, Gloucester, Collier. Pet Aprilll. Newn- 
ham, April 24 at 10. Goold, Mewnham. 

Lewis, Harriet, I. of Wight, Hants, Grocer. Pet April 8. Newport, 
April 26 at 11. Hooper, Newport. 

Manders, Hy, Bongate, Westmoreland, Gent. Pet April 10. Appleby, 
April 28 at 12, Shepherd, Appleby. 

Marsden, John, Tong, York, Cattle Dealer, Pet April 8. Bradford, 
April 22 at 10. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Miller, Edmund, Birm, Carter. Pet April 11. Birm, May 1 at 10. 
Francis, Birm. 

Morris, Llewylyn, Rhyl, Flint, Grocer. Pet April10. St Asaph, April 
25at1l. Williams, Rhyl. 

Oldham, Wm, Blackburn, Lancaster, out of business. Pet April 11. 
Manch, April 26 at 9.30. Backhouse, Blackburn. 

Owen, Thos, Aberffraw,-Anglesey, Dealer in Potatoes. Pet April ll. 
Llangefni,May 1 at 11. Williams, Carnarvon. 

Perry, John, Stafford, Butcher. Pet April6. Cheadle, April 25 at 12. 
Young, Longton. 

Poulton, Hy Geo, Bristol, Grocer. Pet April 4. Bristol, April 28 at 
11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Ravenscroft, John, South Everton, Lpool, Tailor. Pet April 8. Lpool, 
April 24. at 3. Goldrick, Lpool. 

Robinson, Jeremiah, Wakefield, Coal Proprictor. Adj Jan18. Leeds, 
May | at IL. 

Sadler, Joseph Benj, Tamworth, Stafford, Printer. Pet April 11. Birm, 
April 26 at 12, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Scowby, Wm Francis, Wakefield, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Pct 
April 4. Leeds, May 1 at il. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Seddon, John, Bolton, Lancaster, Machine Joiner. Pet April 12. 
Bolton, April 27 at 10. Brandwood, Bolton. 

Snead, David, Llanidloes, Montgomery, Flannel Merchant, Pet April 
11, Lpool, April27 at 11. Jenkins, Llanidloes. 

Spencer, Wm, Wellington, Hereford, Farm Bailiff. Pet April 8. Here- 
ford, April 26 at 10, Gwillim, Hereford. 

Stuart, David, Wigan, Lancaster, Stationer. Pet April 10, Manch, 
May 4 at 12. Richardson, Manch. 

Taylor, Thos, Wigan, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet April 10. Manch, May 
4atll. Richardson, Manch. 

Watt, Jas Sheriff, Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Pet ~ oa 10. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, April 28 at 1. Wright, Sunderland. 

Wilson, John, Windermere, Westmoreland, no trade. Pet April 10. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April 28 at 12, Harle & Co, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Wood, Joseph, Leicester, Pawnbroker. Pet April 10. Birm, April 25 
atl. Smith, Birm. 

Worsey, John, Whitford Mill, nr Bromsgrove, Leicester, Miller, Pct 
April 10, Birm, April 28 at 12, Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Tvuespay, April 18, 1855, 
To Surrender in London. 

Allen, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 13. May 1 at 11. 
Clapham, Liverpool-st. 

Baker, W J, High-st, Stoke Newington, Draper. Pet April8. May 2 
atl. Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st, 

Clarke, Luke, Peterborough, Northampton, Cattle Dealer. Pet April 
13, Maylatll. Wright & Bonner, for Law, Stamford, 

Collins, Wm, Kentish Town, Stonemason. Adj April 10. May 10 at2, 

Jones, John, Merthyr Tydvil, Glamorgan, Draper. Pet March 25, 
May lat13. Davidson & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Lloyd, Edwd, High-st, Shoreditch, Linen Draper. Pet April 8. May 
latll. Jones, Sise-lane. 

Miller, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April !2 (for pau). May 
latll. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Penton, Geo, Streatley, Berks, Draper. Pet April 13. May 10 at 2, 
Webst2r, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet-st. 

Tebbott, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet April 13. May 10 at 
2, Gresham, Basinghall-st. 

Welton, Nicholas, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Tet April 13. May 
10at 2. Leverson, Bishopsgate-st Within, & Morgan, Maidstone. 
Woodger, Jas, Selbridge-mews, Westbourne-pk, Paddington, Farrier, 

Pet April 12. May !0at 12. George, Jermyn-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ainscough, John, Wigan, Lancaster, Publican. Adj March 15. May 
t 


2at ll. 

Aldred, John Hy, Hulme, Lancaster, Fent Dealer. Adj March 15, 
Salford, April 29 at 9.40 

Bayley, Rich Masefield, Abbots Bromley, Stafford, Grocer. Pet April 
13. Birm, May! at 12. Palmer, Rugeley. 

Bingley, Benj Brown, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stationer. Pet April 13, 
Kingston-upon-Hull, April 28 at 11. Spurr, Hull. 

Booker, Thos, Chichester, Sussex, Butcher. Pet April 13, Chiches- 
ter, May 3 at 11.30. Holtham, Brighton. 

Burling, Wm Francis, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Tailor. Pet April 11, 
Gt Yarmouth, April 28 at 12. Wiltshire, Gt Yarmouth. 

Dey, Edgar, Uplyme, Devon, Gent. Pet Feb 17. Exeter, April 28 at 
11. Floud, Exeter. aft 

Cutlifte, John, Marwood, Barnstaple, Devon, Miller. Pet March 29 
(for pau). Exeter, April 28 at 11, Floud, Exeter, 

Dalzell, Joseph, Milnthorp, Kendal, Westmoreland, Grocer. Pet 
April 15. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 3at 12, Harle & Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Ellison, John, Manch, Spindle Maker. Pet April 13. Manch, May 8 
at 9.30. Lomas, Manch. 

Green, Geo, : Gainsborough, Lincoln, Stone Mason. Pet April 13. 
Gainsborough, May 2at 10. Hayes, Gainsborough, 





Gearing, Hy, Lindfield, Sussex, Carpenter. Pet April 10. Cuckticld, 
April 26 at 11.30. Lamb, Brighton. 

Glover, Issac, Wednesbury, Stafford, Coal Master. Pet April 15. Birm, 
May 1 at1l2. Beaton, Birm. 

Handyside, Hy Geo, Hawkwell Brewery, nr Stamfordham, Nor- 
thumberland, Draper. Pet April 15. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 
3at 12. Story & Bousfield, Newcastle-on-Tyne. i 

Heath, Wm, Dartmouth, Devon, Boot Dealer, Pet April 6 (for pau), 
Exeter, April 28 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Heywood, Jas, Manch, Joiner, Pet April 13. Manch, May 8 at 9 39. 
Andrew, Manch. i 

Inch, Richd, Bideford, Devon, Tallow Chandler. Pet April 12. Bide- 
ford, April 29 at 11. Small, jun, Bideford. 

Jones, Edwd, Congresbury, Somerset, Corn Dealer. Pet April 3. 
Axbridge, May lat 11. Wintle, Bristol. 

Lee, Reuben, Kirkstall, nr Leeds, out of business. Pet April 11. 
Leeds, April 28 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Mabe, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet April 6, Swansea, 
May 3at1l. Morris, Swansea. 

McCarthy, Patrick, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet April 13. Manch, May 
8 at 9.30. Farrington, Manch. 

McGregor, Bartholomew, Carlisle, Cumberland, Gardener. Pet April 
12. Carlisle, May 3 at 11. Donald, Carlisle. 

Marsh, Francis Chas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Iron Dealer. Adj April 11, 
Cardiff, May 2at il. Griffith, Cardiff. 

Mayes, Wm Chas, Middlesborough, York, Grocer. Pet April 13, 
Stockton-on-Tees, April 29 at 10.30. Griffin, Middlesborough. 

Munden, Chas, Northampton, Boot Top Closer. Pet April 13. 
Northampton, April 29 at 10. Sheild & White, Northampton. 

Oliver, John, and Wm Oliver, Choppington Guide Post, Northumber- 
land, Drapers. Pet April12. Newcastle-upon-T'yne, May 3 at 12, 
Hoyle, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. 

Peed, Mary, Whittlesey, Isle of Ely, Widow, out of business. Tet 
April 8. Peterborough, April 29 at 12. Wilders, Whittlesey. 

Perkins, Fredk, Kensworth, Hertford, Publican. Pet April 13. Luton, 
May 8at il. Bailey, Luton. 

Pitfield, Wm Walker, Haulgh, Lancaster, Mechanic. Pet April 13. 
Bolton, May 3at 10, Greenhalgh & Hall, Bolton. 

Roscoe, Sarah, junr, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Smallware 
Dealer. Pet April 12. Ashton-under-Lyne, May 11 at 12. Toy, 
Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Ruck, Wm, St Weonard’s, Hereford, Farmer. Pet April lJ. Ross, 
April 27 at 12. Garrold, Hereford. 

Shirtcliffe, Wm, Goole, York, Plumber. Pet April 12. Goole, April 
28 at 12.30. Harle, Leeds. 

Simm, Issac, Fairfield, nr Lpool, Builder. Pet April 15. Lpool, April 
28 at 11. Collins & Priest, Lpool. 

Slade, Alfred, Charlton Mackrell, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet April 10. 
Langport, April 26 at 11. Watts, Yeovil. 

Smith, Jas, Gt Grimsby, Joiner. Pet April 10. Gt Grimsby, April 28 
atl. Summers, Hull. 

White, Edwin Jacob, Bristol, Furniture Broker. Pet April13. Bristol, 
April 28 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Williams, John, and George Williams, Ropley, nr Alresford, South- 
amupton, Tailors. Pet April 13, Winchester, April 28 at 11. Bailey, 
Winchester. 

Williams, Richd, Lower Tranmere, Chester, Joiner. Pet April 11. 
Birkenhead, May 2 at 12. Ward, Birkenhead. 

Williams, Robt, Caerhun, Carnarvon, Labourer. Pet April 13. Con- 
way, May 1 at12. Jones, Conway. 

Williamson, Alfred, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Letter Press 
Printer. Pet April 13, Ashton-under-Lyne, May 11 at 12. Cart- 
side, Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Wilson, John, Manch, Warehouseman. Pet April 13. Ashton-under- 
Lyne, May 11 at 12. Heywood, Manch. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, April 14, 1865, 

Hubbell, Theodore Byron, Aldermanbury, Merchant. April II. 

Warr, Benj, Steeple Claydon, nr Winslow, Bucks, Farmer. April 10, 

Nathan, John, & Louis John Nathan, Houndsditch, Wholesale 
Clothiers. April 11. 

Tuespay, April 18, 1865. 

Holt, Chas, St Albans, Herts, Tailor. April 13. 

Creed, Hy Herries, St James’-sq, Clerk in the House of Commons 
Offices. April 12. 








NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 4s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 503s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s,; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


er rail. 
, RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


YO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free, 
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TONDON AND LANCASHIRE| NEW ZEALAND TRUST AND LOAN COM- 
L FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANIES. PANY (LIMITED). 

Fire Capital, £1,000,000.— Life Capital, yea EC Sa , £500,000. 
Ooo ee ae eee ; Robert Brooks, Esq.,M.P. |  G. Grenfell Glyn, Esq., M.P. 


With Home and Foreign Br Branches and Agencies. 


CHAIRMAN—F, W. RUSSELL, Esq., ”, MP. (Chairman of the National 
Discount Company). 


At the ANNUAL MEETINGS, held on the 8th April, at Liverpool, it 
was stated, as the 
RESULT of Operations for the year 1864, that the— 
FIRE PREMIUMS amounted to ....cscscccesesseees £108,597 








Being an INCREASE over the previous year Of...-ee+ 43,547 

The LOSSES paid and provided for amounted to...... 67,065 

LIFE ASSURANCES, under 502 Policies, were effected stim 
’ 





FOF. vecccvcccccccccccccccccccsce 
Producing in NEW PREMIUMS .. 
W. P. CLIREHU 
r oo LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
4 FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Offices—1, Dale-street, Liverpool; 20 and 21, Poultry, 7, Cornhill, and 


Charing Cross, London. 
PROGRESS OF THE COMPANY SINCE 1850. 


eral Manager. 








Year. Fire Premiums. Life Premiums, Invested Funds. 
1851 £54,305 £27,157 £502,824 
1856 222,279 72,781 821,061 
1861 360,130 poo gate 1,311,905 
1864 742,674 236,2 3,212 


2,300 
JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary, London. 
Life claims are payable in thirty days after they are admitted. 


ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE OFFICE, 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1797,) 
No. 70, Lombard-street, E.C., and 57, Charing-cross, S.W. 
DIRECTORS. 





Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
William James Lancaster, Esq. 
John Lubbock, Esq., F.R.S. 
Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 


William Cotton, Esq., ”. C.L.,F.R.S. 
Thomas Henry Farquhar, Esq. 
Jas. A. Gordon, Esq., M.D., F.R. Ss. 
Edward Haw kins, j jun., Esq. Matthew Whiting, Esq. 
Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P. M. Wyvill,jun., Esq., M.P. 
ROBERT TUCKER, Secretary and ‘Actuary. 

This Company grants assurances at moderate rates of premium with 
participation in profits, and at low rates without profits. 

Also, Loans in connection with Life Assurance upon approved security. 

At the last division of profits the Bonus varied from 28 to 6 per cent. on 
the premiums paid. 

For particulars and forms of proposal apply to the Secretary. 


I AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 
Chief Offices—126, CHancery LANE, W.C. 
Subscribed Capital—ONE MILLION STERLING. 
The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 
Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr. Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S. 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £750,000, in addition to the vo Fund. 

Business consists of the best classes of risk: 

Insurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Claims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

Capital £250,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

PREMIUMS MODERATE. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869. At the Division of 
Trofits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
cent. “7 annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
Insured. 

Copies of the Directors’ Report and Balance-sheet, and every informa- 
tion, may be obtained at the Chief Office, or of any of the Agents of the 
Company. FRANK McGEDY, ses Aa 


CCIDENTS to Life or Limb, in the Field, the 

Streets, or at Home, provided for by a Policy of the RAILWAY 

Yr ASSENGERS' ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London, 
E.C 


Octavius E, Coope, E: | 











Compensation has been paid for 10,000 Claims. 

£1,000 in case of Death. 

£6 per week while laid up by Injury, secured by an Annual Payment 
of from £3 to £5 5s. 

For particulars apply to the Clerks at the Railway Stations, to the 
Local Agents, or at the Offices, 64, CORNHILL, and 10, REGENT- 
STREET. W. J. VIAN, Secretary. 


|) ponent at 5, 54, and 6 per CENT.— 
CEYLON COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £500,000. 
DiReEcTors, 

Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman, Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Major-Gen. Henry Pelham Burn, Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. Robert Smith, Esq. 

Manager—C. J. Baatne, Esq. 

The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES for one, three, 
and five years, at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. respectively. 

They are also prepared to invest Money on Mortgage in Ceylon and 
Mauritius, either with or without the guarantee of the Company, as may 
be arranged, 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the company, 
No. 7 East India-avenue, Leadenhall- ae London.—By order, 
HN ANDERSON, Secretary, 








J. J. Cummins, Esq. 
D1REcTORS. 
Sir Charles Clifford. Captn. H. Carr Glyn, R.N. 
F, G. Dalgety, Esq. H, Selfe Selfe, Esq. 
R. A. Brooks, Esq. G. Fenning, Esq. 
Banxers.—Messrs, Glyn, Mills, Currie, & Co. 

The Directors continue to issue Debentures of £100 and upwards for 
periods of three to seven years, interest on which is payable half-yearly, 
at their Bankers, by Coupon. 

The amount of these Debentures is limited and secured by the uncalled 
valance of the subscribed Capital of the Company, which must always be 
of an equivalent or greater amount. 

They will form a first charge upon real and other property in New 
Zealand, on which it is the business of the Company to grant loans by 
way of mortgage. 

Further particulars may be obtained and application made at the 
Offices of the Company. 

By order A J the Board 


. dD. SAUNDERS, Secretary. 
31, New Broad-street, London, E.C. 


8 ey at 5}, 6, and 6} per CENT.— 
The EAST INDIA FINANCIAL pete & ol (LIMITED.) 
Capital (fully subscrived), £1,000,000. Paid up £150,000. 


DIRECTORS. 

T. M, Robinson, Esq. 

Sir J. S. D. Scott, Bart. 
H. D. Seymour, Esq. M.P, 
F. C, Sandes, Esq. 








L. Balfour, 
J. Layton, Esq. 
Lieut.-Col. W. MacGeorge, 
W. Moran, Esq. 
J. C. Palmer, Esq. 
G. F. Rimington, Esq., Manager. 
Established Agencies and Committees in Bombay and Calcutta. 
This Association, the principal operations of which are those of a Land 
Credit Company for India, issues Debentures bearing Interest at 54, 6, 
and 64 per cent., for one, two, and three years, secured by all the pro- 
perty of the Company, including more especially first-class land and house 
mortgages in India, to be always sufficient to cover the amount of issue. 
The interest will be paid half-yearly by coupons. 
Receives deposits, and makes advances on lands in India, and on other 
approved securities. 
7, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London. 


ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, Chancery-lane, London. 
CuairMaN—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London. 
Deputy-CHairnMan—Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments , 
granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the office. C. B. CLABON, Sec. 


ERSEY DOCK ESTATE. — LOANS OF 
MONEY.—The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE, that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds, Five Shillings, per 
Centum, per Annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years. 
Interest warrants for the whele term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond. 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jefferson, Esq., Treasurer, 

Dock-office, Liverpool. 

By order of the Board, JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 
_ Dok office, Liverpool, April & 1855, 


7 ANTED, by the LIFE INVESTMENT, 

MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 

TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 

England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.— Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 


USTICES’ CLERKS’ SOCIETY. — The next 
GENERAL MEETING of the Members of the above Society is 
appointed to be HELD at the LAW INSTITUTION, Chancery-lane, 
London, on FRIDAY, the 28th APRIL instant, at TWO o'clock in the 
Afternoon precisely, to audit the accounts for the year 1864, and choose 
the officers for the current year. 

As the * Justices Procedure Bill,” now before Parliament, will be 
brought before the members for consideration, they are earnestly re- 
quested to attend the annual meeting on this occasion, to assist, with 
their — the progress of the discussion as to the merits of the 
bill, and the exp y of any ti ts therein. 

In compliance with the rules, it is intended to dine together after the 
business of the meeting, the dinner hour being fixed for tive o'clock pre- 
cisely, to enable members to return home by the evening trains, 

y order, CHARLES AUGUSTIN SMITH, 
Crooms-hill, Greenwich, April, 1865. Secretary. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 


































to Sterling Silver. Fiddle — Thread, King’s. 
£8. 4 d £34 £38. d 

Table Forks, per doz...e.. 110 Oandl is 0 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto ...... - | 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0® 2260 
Table Spoons . « 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 3.00 
Dessert ditto 1 0 Oand1 lO O 115 0 22 0 
Tea Spoons ..ec.eseseceee O12 OanddO 18 0 13 6 110 6 
Every Article for ‘the “Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


warded on receipt of 20 stamps, 





